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EXECUTIVEUMMARY
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public services so that residents can enjoy ligiin a healthy and safe environmentThe Housing and

Community Development (HCD) Division is dedicated to makihg communities of Maricopa County

affordable and safe. This is accomplished morking to house people experiencing homelessness,

creating afordable rental and homeownership opportunities, rehabilitating owneoccupied homes,

and improving infrastructure in lowincome communities.

ESO5 Executive Summary24 CFR 91.200(c), 91.220(b)

Introduction

In 1994, the U.S. Department of Housing and Wb Development (HUD) issued rules consolidating the
planning, application, reporting and citizen participation processes to the Community Development
Block Grants (CDBGEmMergency Solutions Grant (ES@nhd HOME Investment PartnershipProgram
(HOME). Thenew singleplanning process was intended to more comprehensively fulfill three basic
goals: to provide decent housing, to provide a suitable living environment and to expand economic
opportunities. It was termed the Consolidated Plan for Housing and Comnity Development.

According to HUD, the Consolidated Plan is designed to be a collaborative process whereby a
community establishes a unified vision for housing and community development actions. It offers
entittement communities the opportunity to shapethese housing and community development
programs into effective, coordinated neighborhood and community development strategies. It also
allows for strategic planning and citizen participation to occur in a comprehensive context, thereby
reducing duplicaton of effort.

Maricopa County partners with the cities in the Maricopa County HOME Consortium to distribute
HOME funds throughout Maricopa County. The data in this Plan describes the conditions in the
Maricopa County HOME Consortiunwhich includes Avondale, Chandler, Gilbert, Glendale, Peoria,
Scottsdale, Surprise, and Temp#aricopa Urban County includes Buckeye, EI Mirage, Fountain Hills,
Gila Bend, Goodyear, Guadalupe, Litchfield Park, Tolleson, Wickenburg, Youngtown, and all
unincorporated areas in the County.

1O OEA 1 AAA AcCAT AU A O OEA #11011 EAAOAA o1 AT h - AC
citizen and community involvement. Furthermore, it is responsible for overseeing citizen participation
requirements that accompany he Consolidated Plan.

Maricopa County has prepared this Consolidated Plan to meet the guidelines as set forth by HUD and
is broken into five sections: The Process, Needs Assessment, Market Analysis, Strategic Plan, and
Annual Action Plan.

This Consolidated Plan covers the fiyear timeframe of July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2025, which
AT OOAOPTTAO O (5%$60 /AEOXMAThed202@ @Anual Actfol Plgh cdvels TP TP
activities proposed during July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2021.

Maricopa County HOME Consortium 1 Final Report
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Executive Summary Maricopa CountyHOME Consortium

Summary of the objectives and outcomes identified in the Plan Needs Assessment Overview

The goals of the CDBG and HOME programs are to provide decent housing, a suitable living
AT OEOT 11 AT O Afadd nodedateihconfe Aedidentd, dnck economic opptunities for low-
moderate income residents. The County strives to accomplish these goals by maximizing and
effectively utilizing all available funding resources to conduct housing and community development
activities. These goals are further explained &sllows:

72 Providing decent housing means helpingpersons experiencing homelessiess obtain
appropriate housing and assisting those at risk of homelessness; preserving the affordable housing
stock; increasing availability of permanent housing that is affaafile to low and moderateincome
persons without discrimination; and increasing the supply of supportive housing.

72 Providing a suitable living environment entails improving the safety and livability of
neighborhoods; increasing access to quality facilitieand services; andincreasing housing
opportunities for low-income persons

E Expanding economic opportunities involves creating jobs that are accessible to icamd
moderateincome persons; making down payment and closing cost assistance available for- knd
moderate-income persons; promoting long term economic and social viability; and empowering low
income persons to achieve seHufficiency.

Evaluation of past performance

- ACEAT DA #1 O1 OU8 O AOAI OAGET T 1 £ E O@oughknéplidatddO £ O Al
Annual Performance and Evaluation Report (CAPER). These documents state the objectives and
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through measurable goals and objectives comped to actual performance. These documents can be

Al OTA T1 OEA #1 01 Ou60 xAAOEOA AOQq

https://www.maricopa.gov/3893/NoticesDocuments

Maricopa County and the HOME Consortium made significanbgress toward meeting its Syear
housing and community development goals through strategies employed during PY 20058.
Projects funded in 20189 and in prior years addressed only goals listed as high priority in the 2015
2020 Constidated Plan. Duringhe fourth year of the 5-year plan, 88.9% of the high priority projects
identified in the Corsolidated Plan were addressed.

Summary of citizen participation process and consultation process

A variety of public outreach and citizen participation was used to develop this Consolidated Plan. The
2019 Housing and Community Development survey was used to help establish priotitiesughout

the HOME Consortiumby gathering feedback on the level oheed for housing and community
development categories. Tiree public meetings were held prior to the release of the draft plan to
garner feedback on preliminary findings.The Plan was released for public review anaio public
hearings will be held to offerresidents and stakeholders the opportunity to comment on thPlan.

Summary of public comments

Maricopa County HOME Consortium 2 Final Report
20202025 Consolidated Plan May 8, 2020
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Executive Summary Maricopa CountyHOME Consortium

Comments made during the public review meetings are included in the form of transcripts in the
Appendix. A summary of comments is included below:

Need formore affordable housing options

Need for housing and services for the homeless

Need for services and housing for seniors

Rents are unaffordable for many households

Need for services for veterans

Need for mental health and substance abuse services

= =4 =4 -4 4 2

Summary of comments or views not accepted and the reasons for not accepting them

Not applicable.

Summary

The Needs Assessment and Market Analysis, which has been guided by the Housing and Community
Development Survey and public input, identifiedight priority needs. These are described below.

1 Low to Moderate Income Renter HouseholdsThere is a high proportion of renter households
in the Maricopa County HOME Consortium with housing problems, especially cost burdens.
Addressing the rate of housing problemfor renter households is a high priority for the County
and Consortiunto continue to strive to meet the needs of renter aheed households with the
use of Community Development funds. This also includes addressing se¢th Tenant Based
Rental Assistance (TBRA) for lower income householg®ople experiencing homelessness,
and other persons with special needs.

1 Low to Moderate Income Owner HouseholdsHomeowner households are also facing high
rates of housing cost burdes. The availability of safe, affordable, decent housing for
homeowner householdscontinuesto be a high priority for the County.

1 Homeless and ARisk of HomelessnessAs the number of persongxperiencing homelessness
increasesCountywide, providing fundsto provide housing options and services for persons
who are homeless or at risk of homelessness continues to be a high priority for the County.

1 Special Needs Populationsthere are numerous special needs populations in the County that
are in need of housig options and services. These populatioase discussed in NAO.

91 Public Facilities:Provision of needed public facilities based on local priorities and needs and
within the Urban County service area. Services may include both a High and Low priority
identified in NA50 NonHousing Community Development Needs.

9 Public Improvements:There are a variety of public improvements and infrastructure needs in
the Urban County tamprove in order to makesafe and sustainable living environments. These
may includeHigh and Low priority identified in NAO NonHousing Community Development
Needs.

1 Economic Development:Economic development continues to be a high need in the Urban
County to help low to moderate income households achieve econonridependence and sel
sufficiency.

1 Redevelopment/Revitalization: Foster targeted redevelopment and revitalization in the
Maricopa Urban County jurisdiction benefitting lowand moderate-income households as well

Maricopa County HOME Consortium 3 Final Report
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Executive Summary Maricopa CountyHOME Consortium

as the remediation of slum and blighting fluences in qualified areas financed with CDBG and
pursuant to the County CDBG program rules and relevant Arizona State enabling statutes

These Priority Needs are addressed with the following Goals:
Expand Affordable Housing Options

Expand newly created affordable housing opportunities by providing direct financial
assistance to incomeyualified homebuyers (i.e. downpayment and closing cost assistance),
stimulate the construction of new units with oiwithout acquisition (may include singléamily

or multi-family properties), or rental housing acquisition with rehabilitation (may include
singlefamily or multifamily properties), transitional housing, tenant based rental assistance
(TBRA), and may alsinclude Community Housing Development Organization (CHDO) Pre
Development loans. This goal covers the Maricopa HOME Consortium jurisdiction including the
Urban County communities.

Maintain Current OwnerOccupiedHousing

Execute housingrehabilitation programs for existing owners. This goal covers the Maricopa
HOME Consortiunjurisdiction for HOME resources in addition to th#aricopa Urban County
jurisdiction for all funding sources (HOME and CDBG). It includgsabilitation andemergency
home repair under the Urban County CDBG program financed with CDBG.

Support Efforts to Combat Homelessness

Support rapid rehousing programs defined asshort to mediumterm rent and movein
assistance, case management based énl E Aéedsfand utiliy assistance based on client
needs. Foster efforts to improve and operate homeless shelter facilities and deliver needed
services.

Support Public Services in the Urban County

Provide needed public services within the Maricopa Urban County jurisdiction ngsi
predominantly CDBG resourcemt to exceed the 15% annustpenditure limit. Clients assisted
may include persons with special needs aparsons experiencingiomelessiess

Support Public Facilities in the Urban County

Provide support to neededbublic facilities within the Maricopa Urban County jurisdiction using
CDBG resources. Clients assisted may include persons with special nheeds and homeless
persons.

Maricopa County HOME Consortium 4 Final Report
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Executive Summary Maricopa CountyHOME Consortium

Fund Public Improvements in the Urban County

Within the Maricopa Urban County jurisdictim provide needed support for public
improvements and infrastructure funded with CDBG resources. The total funding amount for
this goal reflects the current demand from Urban County communities for CDBG eligible
infrastructure projects.

Fund Economic Develpment Projects

Foster the generation of employment opportunities for lowand moderate- income workers
and businesses in the Maricopa Urban County jurisdiction through needed economic
development endeavors funded with CDBG resources.

Neighborhood Revitdization

Foster targeted redevelopment and revitalization in the Maricopa Urban County jurisdiction
benefitting low-and moderate income households

Slum and Blight Demolition

Fund the remediation of slum and blighting influences in qualified areas finadavith CDBG
and pursuant to the County CDBG program rules and relevant Arizona State enabling statutes

Maricopa County HOME Consortium 5 Final Report
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The Process Maricopa CountyHOME Consortium

THEPROCESS

PRO5 Lead & Responsible Agencies 24 CFR 91.200(b)

1. Describe agency/entity responsible for preparing the Consolidated Plan and those
responsible for administration of each grantprogram and funding source

The following are the agencies/entities responsible for preparing the Consolidated Plan and those
responsible for administration of each grant program and funding source.

Agency Role Name Department/Agency
CDBCGAdministrator Maricopa County Maricopa County Human Services DepartmeadCD
HOME Administrator Maricopa County Maricopa County Human Services DepartmeadCD

ESG Administrator Maricopa County Maricopa County Human Services DepartmeadCD

Table 1¢ Responsible Agencies

Narrative

Maricopa County administers the CDBG and ESG program for Maricopa County. MaricoyatyCis
also the lead agency ithe Maricopa County HOME Consortium.

Consolidated Plan Public Contact Information

Rachel Milne

Housing and Community Development
Maricopa County Human Services Department
234 N. Central Avenue, 3rd Floor

Phoenix, AZ 85004

(602) 3721528

Rachel.Milng@maricopa.gov

Maricopa County HOME Consortium 6 Final Report
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The Process Maricopa CountyHOME Consortium

PR10 Consultation-91.100, 91.200(b), 91.215(1)

Introduction

Maricopa County is dedicated to obtaining input from citizens, municipal officials, Aarofit agencies,
non-profit developers, private housing developers, governmental agencies, and the Regional
Continuum of Care as part of the Consolidated and Annual idntPlan processegConsultation br the
20202025Consolidated Plarand 2020 Annual Action Plamcluded a combination of meetings with
Consortium members and Urban County cities/towns; stakeholder meetings; three community input
meetings;two community input hearings; threepublic review meetings; newspaper advertisements;
website announcements;and public notices placed in lobbies of HSD, HAMC, and public libraries.
Citizen patrticipation is strongly encouraged throughout the processes short- and longrange
departmental planning, plan implementation, anduring the assessment of plan effectiveness

00i OEAA A Al 1T AEOA OOi T AoUu T £#£ OEA EOOEOAEAOQEII
public and assisted housing providers and private and governmental health, mental health
and service agencies (91.215(1)).

The HOME Consortium member cities meetomthly to discuss housing activities within the region. At
these meetings, information is disseminated related to HOME requirements, project status,
expenditure and commitment deadlines, and each entity reports on any successes or challenges
experienced n its programs. Maricopa County continues to coordinate trainings whenever possible
on relevant topics to Consortium Members and CHDOs, i.e. Part 5 Income Calculation, Environmental
Review Requirementspr Section 3. Members of the Maricopa HOME Consortiuegularly coordinate
with public and private entities and housing developers to increase affordable housing opportunities
and projects for homeless or special needs populations. Members also work with the real estate,
construction, and finance industris to implement other ongoing HOME and CDBG supported housing
rehabilitation, homebuyer assistance, or new home construction activitiegctivities undertaken by
Consortium members are discussed at length throughout the Appendix.

1 Efforts to enhancecoordination between public and assisted housing providerand private
and governmengl health, mental health, and service agencies include®DME Consortium
member Tenant Based Rental Assistance (TBRA) progsathat are leveraged with the
respective Housihg Authorityd @xisting rental assistance programs where a portion of
vouchers are used for homeless families and/or individuals. Other members work closely with
applicable local housing authorities to implement housing strategies to assist low income and
homeless families. The Family Housing Hub and Welcome Center Coordinated Entry systems
are assisting homeless families and individuals with assessment of needs, carrying out
diversion activities, and making connections to the most appropriate housing intention and
progressive engagement.In addition, Maricopa County currently leads a partnership called
O(ATA ET (AT A8 O OAAOAA OAAEAEOEOGIi h AT A ATTTA
justice involved, to appropriate housing and supportive ser@s. The partnership includes
Maricopa County Human Services Department, Maricopa County Correctional Health Services
(CHS), Housing Authority of Maricopa County (HAMC), and Mercy Maricopa Integrated Care
(MMIC). The partnership's mission is to work hand irand with supportive services, housing
providers, physical and mental health services, jails, and policy makers to serve justicaved
homeless individuals and families by connecting them with necessary supports and housing.

Maricopa County HOME Consortium 7 Final Report
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The Process Maricopa CountyHOME Consortium

A Funders Collaborative gbublic and private partners will continue to meet to address the regional
issue of homelessness in our community. The Collaborative has grown into a model for countywide
collaboration. Convened by Valley of the Sun United Way (VSUW), and composed of V#&advitopa
County, Arizona Department of Housing (ADOH), Arizona Department of Economic Security (ADES),
and the City of Phoenix, it continues to increase coordination in government, bolster advocates,
educate policymakers, and redirect service providersfiod long-term solutions to end homelessness.

Describe coordination with the Continuum of Care and efforts to address the needs of
homeless persons (particularly chronically homeless individuals and families, families with
children, veterans, and unaccorpanied youth) and persons at risk of homelessness

All members of the Maricopa HOME Consortium are committed to addressing the needs of homeless
persons and persons at risk of experiencing homelessness. Maricopa HOME Consortium members
participate in a regonal Continuum of Care plan in collaboration with the all other jurisdictions in
Maricopa County. The Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) is the lead agency for the
Maricopa Regional Continuum of Care (CoC), and plans and administers the CoC. ltioaddaricopa
County is expected to participate in the following:

1 Members of the CoC Board;

1 Attend and participate in CoC Board and meetings and any other Subcommittees and/or
workgroups (Emergency Solutions Grants Subcommittee, Ending Veterans Homelessne
Workgroup, Ending Chronic Homelessness Workgroup, Coordinated Entry Subcommittee
etc.). The County attends CoC Board and Committee meetings to gather information and be
part of the solution in ending homelessness;

Participate and work together to devadp a Regional Plan to End Homelessness;

Provide human services to the homeless;

The County provides support to the Maricopa Continuum of Care and countywide qofits

that provide services to persons who are homeless, including chronicdlbmeless;

9 Align processes and provide input on gaps in services and policy decisions that impact the
County;

Enhance accessibility to appropriate housing and service interventions;

Support emergency shelter for single individuals, youth and families;

Utilize the County data collected from the PIT Count to assist with planning and strategy
development for the specific needs of homeless families and individuals locally. Earlier this
UAAOh -1'80 ODEERDAIAT OPDEIXA O Al 1 Alie@dhdhd O
unsheltered homeless in Maricopa County. The unsheltered survey provided insight into the
demographics of subpopulations within the overall homeless populations including homeless
veterans, the chronically homeless, victims of domestic violendealso provided a count of
homeless with HIV/AIDS, serious mental iliness, and substance abuse disorders. This data will
allow the County to more effectively determine the types and quantities of needed services
based on an actual population count.

= =4 =
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The County continues its efforts towards coordination and collaboration across systems of care to

EARZA
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veterans, and unaccompanied youth. The County recognizes that iioned service coordination will
help eliminate the duplication of efforts, improve communication regarding the most current news
and information, and spearhead communitwide solutions to basic needs.

Maricopa County HOME Consortium 8 Final Report
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The Process Maricopa CountyHOME Consortium

Describe consultation with the Continuum(s) of Care thaserves the jurisdiction's area in
determining how to allocate ESG funds, develop performance standards and evaluate
outcomes, and develop funding, policies and procedures for the administration of HMIS

The County has consulted, and will continue to consulith the CoC regarding the performance
standards for activities funded under ESG to discuss the best method to capture data utilizing HMIS.
As the ESG program progresses annually, performance standards will be developed and revised based
on the needs otthe community and regulatory guidance. All outcomes will be reviewed and measured
for effectiveness, as required. In addition, Maricopa County and the Maricopa HOME Consortium are
expected to engage in continued consultation in the following ways:

1 Act asthe lead of the ESG Subcommittee which creates performance standards, monitoring
policies and procedures and shares best practices, develops regional strategies and practices
for the comprehensive implementation of ESG eligible services across Maricopain®q
develops coordinated scopes of work for ESG funded activities and an ESG specific HMIS
report, and develops joint monitoring procedures to reduce the administrative burden on
provider agencies

9 Participate on the Funders Collaborative which meets mihty to make improvements to
shelter systems, including coordinated entry, capacity and RRH. Discuss how public and
private resources can align to allocate resources. Assist funders in assessing need, targeting
resources and evaluating outcomes acrossehregion;

1 Invite CoC staff to assist with competitive NOFA scoring and review panels whenever possible,

i.e. ESG, CDBG Public Services;

Draw information from HMIS to ensure ESG performance standards are met

Continue to invite CoC staff to attendMaricopa HOME Consortiunmeetings to align the

=a =
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homelessness; and
1 HOME Consortium members will participate and contribute to ESG Subcommittee meetags
applicableto help determine friorities.

Describe Agencies, groups, organizations and others who patrticipated in the process and
describe the jurisdictions consultations with housing, social service agencies and other
entities

Table 27 Agencies, groups, organizations wharticipated

1 | Agency/Group/Organization Housing Authority of Maricopa County
Agency/Group/Organization Type Housing
PHA

Other government County

What section of the Plan was addressed by | Housing Need Assessment
Consultation? Public Housing Needs
Homelessness Strategy
NonHomeless Special Needs
Anti-poverty Strategy

Maricopa County HOME Consortium 9 Final Report
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The Process

Maricopa CountyHOME Consortium

How was the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Consultation with the Housing Authority o
Maricopa County through collaboration
meetings and through HSD participation on
HAMC Advisory Board.

2 | Agency/Group/Organization

A.R.M.of Save the Family

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Housing

Services Housing
Serviceshomeless
Neighborhood Organization

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment
Leadbased Paint Strategy
NonHomeless Special Needs

How was the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes ofthe consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

The agency was consulted through attendan
at a public hearing.

3 | Agency/Group/Organization

Maricopa County Continuum of Care
Coordinated Entry Subcommittee

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Housing
Serviceshomeless

Other government State
Other government County
Other government Local
Regional organization
Planning organization
Civic Leaders

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment
Homelessness Strategy

Homeless NeedsChronically homeless
Homeless NeedsFamilies with children
Homelessness Need¥eterans

How was the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomesof the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Consultation provided during Maricopa
County's participation in the ESG Collaborati
group which focuses on planning, homeless
shelter services, housing placements (rapid r
housing), and homelessreprevention.

4 | Agency/Group/Organization

NewtownCDC

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Housing

Maricopa County HOME Consortium 10
20202025 Consolidated Plan
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The Process Maricopa CountyHOME Consortium

What section of the Plan was addressed by | Housing Need Assessment
Consultation? NonHomeless Special Needs

How was theAgency/Group/Organization The agency was consulted through attendan
consulted and what are the anticipated at a public meeting.

outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

5 | Agency/Group/Organization Tolleson

Agency/Group/Organization Type Other government Local
Civic Leaders

What section of the Plan was addressed by | Housing Need Assessment
Consultation? Leadbased Paint Strategy
Homelessness Strategy
NonHomeless Special Needs
Economidevelopment

Market Analysis
How was the Agency/Group/Organization | The agency was consulted through emails
consulted and what are the anticipated soliciting input, through participation oré
outcomes of the consultation or areas for Community Development Advisory Committe
improved coordination? and attendance at a public meeting.
6 | Agency/Group/Organization El Mirage
Agency/Group/Organization Type Other government Local

Civic Leaders

What section of the Plan was addressed by | Housing Need Assessment
Consultation? Homelessness Strategy
NonHomeless Special Needs
Economic Development

Market Analysis
How was the Agency/Group/Organization | The agency was consulted through emails
consulted and what are the anticipated soliciting input, through participation on the
outcomes of the consultation or areas for Community Development Advisory Committe
improved cardination? and attendance at a public meeting.
7 | Agency/Group/Organization Guadalupe
Agency/Group/Organization Type Other government Local

Civic Leaders

Maricopa County HOME Consortium 11 Final Report
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Maricopa CountyHOME Consortium

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment
Leadbased Paint Strategy
Homelessness Strategy
Economic Development
Market Analysis

How was theAgency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

The agency was consulted through emails
soliciting input, through participation on the
Community Development Advisory Committe
and attendance at a public meeting.

8 | Agency/Group/Organization Buckeye
Agency/Group/Organization Type Other government Local
Civic Leaders
What section of the Plan was addressed by | Housing Need Assessment
Consultation? HomelessnesStrategy
Economic Development
Market Analysis
How was the Agency/Group/Organization | The agency was consulted through emails
consulted and what are the anticipated soliciting input, througtparticipation on the
outcomes of the consultation or areas for Community Development Advisory Committe
improved coordination? and attendance at a public meeting.
9 | Agency/Group/Organization Arizona Department of Health Services
Agency/Group/Organization Type ServicedHealth
Health Agency
What section of thePlan was addressed by | Leadbased Paint Strategy
Consultation?
How was the Agency/Group/Organization | Through Maricopa 2 dzy pagidipation on
consulted and what are the anticipated ArizonalLead Poisoning Prevention Coalition,
outcomes of the consultation or areas for invitation to take survey and attend public
improved coordination? input meetings
10 | Agency/Group/Organization Maricopa County Department of Public Healt

Agency/Group/Organization Type

ServicedHealth
Health Agency

What section ofthe Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Leadbased Paint Strategy

Maricopa County HOME Consortium
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The Process

Maricopa CountyHOME Consortium

How was the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Through Maricopd 2 dzy gagidpation on
Arizona Lead Poisoning Prevention Coalition
invitation to take survey and attend public
input meetings

11

Agency/Group/Organization

Arizona Lead Poisoning Prevention Coalition

Agency/Group/Organization Type

ServicedHealth

Health Agency

Other government State
Other government County
Other government Local
Regional organization

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Leadbased Paint Strategy

How was theAgency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Through Maricopd 2 dzy gagidpation on
Arizona Lead Poisoning Prevention Coalition
invitation to take survey and attenduplic
input meetings

12

Agency/Group/Organization

Guadalupe CDC

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Services Housing

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment
Economic Development
Market Analysis

How was theAgency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Through invitation to take survey and attend
public input meetings, attendance at a public
meeting.

13

Agency/Group/Organizabn

Trellis

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Services Housing

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment
Market Analysis

How was the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Through invitation to take survey and attend
public input meetings, attendance at a public
meeting

14

Agency/Group/Organization

Ability 360

Agency/Group/Organization Type

ServicesPersons with Disabilities

Maricopa County HOME Consortium 13
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The Process Maricopa CountyHOME Consortium

What section of the Plan was addressed by | Housing Need Assessment
Consultation? NonHomeless Special Needs
Market Analysis

How was the Agency/Group/Organization | Through invitation to take survey and attend
consulted and what arehe anticipated public input meetings, attendance at a public
outcomes of the consultation or areas for meeting

improved coordination?

15 | Agency/Group/Organization Southwest Fair Housing Council

Agency/Group/Organization Type ServiceFair Housing

What section of the Plan was addressed by | Housing Need Assessment
Consultation? Market Analysis

How was the Agency/Group/Organization | Through invitation to take survey and attend
consulted and what are the anticipated public input meetings.

outcomes of theconsultation or areas for
improved coordination?

16 | Agency/Group/Organization Habitat for Humanity

Agency/Group/Organization Type Housing
Services Housing

What section of thePlan was addressed by | Housing Need Assessment
Consultation? Market Analysis

How was the Agency/Group/Organization | Through invitation to take survey drattend
consulted and what are the anticipated public input meetings.

outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

17 | Agency/Group/Organization Foundation for Senior LivinggBHome
Improvements
Agency/Group/Organization Type Services Housing

ServicesElderly Persons
ServicesPersons with Disabilities

What section of the Planvas addressed by | Housing Need Assessment
Consultation? Market Analysis

How was the Agency/Group/Organization | Through invitation to take survey and aftd
consulted and what are the anticipated public input meetings.

outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Maricopa County HOME Consortium 14 Final Report
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18

Agency/Group/Organization

Chicanos Por La Causa

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Services Housing
ServicesElderly Persons
ServicesEducation
ServicesEmployment
Services Victims

What section of the Plan waaddressed by
Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment
NonHomeless Special Needs
Economic Development
Market Analysis

How was the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordinatian?

Through invitation to take survey and attend
public input meetings.

19

Agency/Group/Organization

Arizona Housing Coalition

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Housing

PHA

Services Housing

ServicesChildren

ServicesElderly Persons
ServicesPersons with Disabilities
ServicesVictims of Domestic Violence
Serviceshomeless

Service-Fair Housing

Service-Victims

Regional organization
Planning organization
Civic Leaders
Foundation

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment

Homelessness Strategy

Homeless NeedsChronically homeless
Homeless NeedsFamilies with children
Homelessness Need¥eterans
Homelessness Need&Jnaccompanied youth
Market Analysis

Maricopa County HOME Consortium 15
20202025 Consolidated Plan
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How was the Agency/Group/Orgézation
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Maricopa/ 2 dzy gagidpation in the Arizona
Housing Coalition, invitation to public input
meetings.

20

Agency/Group/Organization

Catholic Garities Community Services

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Housing

Services Housing
Serviceshomeless
Services=ducation

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment

Homelessness Strategy

Homeless NeedsChronically homeless
Homeless NeedsFamilies with children
Homelessness Need¥eterans
Homelessness Need&Jnaccompanied youth
Market Analysis

How was the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultatioror areas for
improved coordination?

Through invitation to take survey and attend
public input meetings.

21 | Agency/Group/Organization Native American Connections
Agency/Group/Organization Type Housing
Services Housing
Serviceshomeless
What section of the Plan was addressed by | Housing Need Assessment
Consultation? Homelessness Strategy
Homeless NeedsChronically homeless
Homeless NeedsFamilies with children
Homelessness Need¥eterans
Homelessness Need&Jnaccompanied youth
How wasthe Agency/Group/Organization Through invitation to take survey and attend
consulted and what are the anticipated public input meetings.
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?
22 | Agency/Group/Organization A New Leaf

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Serviceshomeless

Maricopa County HOME Consortium
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What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Homelessness Strategy

Homeless NeedsChronically homeless
Homeless NeedsFamilies with children
Homelessness Need¥eterans
Homelessness Need&Jnaccompanied youth

How was the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Through invitation to take survey and attend
public input meetings.

23

Agency/Group/Organization

AZCEND

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Serviceshomeless

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Homelessness Strategy

Homeless NeedsChronically homeless
Homeless NeedsFamilies with children
Homelessness Need¥eterans
Homelessness Need&Jnaccompanied youth

How was the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Through invitation to take survey and attd
public input meetings.

24

Agency/Group/Organization

Lutheran Social Services

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Serviceshomeless

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Homelessness Strategy

Homeless NeedsChronicalljhomeless
Homeless NeedsFamilies with children
Homelessness Need¥eterans
Homelessness Need&Jnaccompanied youth

How was the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordnation?

Through invitation to take survey and attend
public input meetings.

25

Agency/Group/Organization

Community Bridges, Inc.

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Services Housing
ServicesPersons with Disabilities
Serviceshomeless
ServicedHealth

Maricopa County HOME Consortium
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What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Homelessness Strategy

Homeless NeedsChronically homeless
Homeless NeedsFamilies with children
Homelessness Need¥eterans
Homelessness Need&Jnaccompanied youth

Howwas the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Through invitation to take survey and attend
public input meetings.

26

Agency/Group/Organization

Central Arizona Shef Services

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Serviceshomeless

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Homelessness Strategy

Homeless NeedsChronically homeless
Homeless NeedsFamilies with children
Homelessness Need¥eterans
Homelessness Need&Jnaccompanied youth

How was the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Through invitation to take survey and attend
public input meeings

Maricopa County HOME Consortium 18
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27

Agency/Group/Organization

Arizona Healthy Communities Partnership

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Housing

Services Housing
ServicesElderly Persons
ServicesPersons with Disabilities
ServicedPersons with HIV/AIDS
ServicedHealth

ServiceFair Housing

Health Agency

Publicly Funded Institution/System of Care
Other government Federal
Other government State

Other government County

Other government Local
Regional organization

Planning organization

Business Leaders

Civic Leaders

Business and Civic Leaders
Community Development Financial Institutior|
Foundation

Grantee Department
Neighborhood Organization

What section of the Plan was addressed by

Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Economidevelopment
Market Analysis

Anti-poverty Strategy

How was the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Through participation on the partnership, and
through invitatons for surveys and attendancs
at meetings

28

Agency/Group/Organization

Healthy Giving Council

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Serviceshomeless

What section of the Plan was addressed by

Consultation?

Homelessness Strategy

Homeless NeedsChronically homeless
Homeless NeedsFamilies with children
Homelessness Need¥eterans
Homelessness Need&Jnaccompanied youth

Maricopa County HOME Consortium
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How was the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Through patrticipation on the council, and
through invitations for surveys and attendanc
at meetings.

29

Agency/Group/Organization

City of Chandler Public Housing Authority

Agency/Group/Organization Type

PHA

What section of thePlan was addressed by
Consultation?

Public Housing Needs

How was the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Through invitation to take survey and attend
public input meetings.

30

Agency/Group/Organization

Scottsdale Housing Authority

Agency/Group/Organization Type

PHA

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Public Housing Needs

How was the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what arehe anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Through invitation to take survey and attend
public input meetings.

31

Agency/Group/Organization

Glendale Housing Authority

Agency/Group/Organization Type

PHA

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Public Housing Needs

How was the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Through invitation to take survey and attend
public input meetings.

32

Agency/Group/Organization

Tempe Housing Authority

Agency/Group/Organization Type

PHA

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Public Housing Needs

Maricopa County HOME Consortium
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How was the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Through invitation to take survey and attend
public input meetings.

33

Agency/Group/Organization

FountainHills

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Other government Local

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Economic Development
Market Analysis

How was theAgency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Through invitation to take survey and attend
public input meetings.

34

Agency/Group/Organization

Gila Bend

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Other government Local

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment
Leadbased Paint Strategy
NonHomeless Special Needs
Economic Development
Market Analysis

How was theAgency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Through invitation to take survey and attend
public input meetings, attendance at a public
meeting.

35

Agency/Group/Organizabn

Goodyear

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Other government Local

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment
NonHomeless Special Needs
Economic Development
Market Analysis

How was theAgency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Through invitation to take survey and attend
public input meetings, attendance at a public
meeting

Maricopa County HOME Consortium
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36

Agency/Group/Organizatin

Litchfield Park

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Other government Local

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment
NonHomeless Special Needs
Economic Development
Market Analysis

How was theAgency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Through invitation to take survey and attend
public input meetings.

37

Agency/Group/Organization

Wickenburg

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Other government Local

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment
Leadbased Paint Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Economic Development
Market Analysis

How was theAgency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Through invitation to take survey and attend
public input meetings, attendance at a public
meeting.

38

Agency/Group/Organizabn

Youngtown

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Other government Local

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment
NonHomeless Special Needs
Economic Development
Market Analysis

How was theAgency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Through invitation to take survey and attend
public input meetings, attendance at a public
meeting.

39

Agency/Group/Organizabn

Maricopa County Department of Emergency
Management

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Other government County
Agency Emergency Management

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Market Analysis
Other

Maricopa County HOME Consortium
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How was theAgency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Through invitation taeview and provide
comment on draft plan.

40

Agency/Group/Organization

Flood Control District dlaricopa County

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Other government County

Agency Managing Flood Prone Areas
Agency Management of Public Land or Wate
Resources

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Market Analysis
Other

Howwas the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Through invitation taeview and provide
comment on draft plan.

41

Agency/Group/Organization

CoxCommunications

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Services Broadband Internet Service Provide|
Services Narrowing the Digital Divide

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Market Analysis
Other

How was theAgency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Through invitation taeview and provide
comment on draft plan.

42

Agency/Group/Organization

CenturyLink

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Services Broadband Internet Service Provide|

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Market Analysis
Other

How was the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of theconsultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Through invitation taeview and provide
comment on draft plan.

Identify any Agency Types not consulted and provide rationale for not consulting

The County made every attempt to be inclusive it ibaitreach efforts.
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Other local/regional/state/federal planning efforts considered when preparing the Plan

Name of Plan Lead How do the goals of your Strategic Plan overl
Organization | with the goals of each plan?

Continuum of Care Maricopa The goals of the strategic plans contained wit
Association | the Maricopa HOME Consortium all conform w
of and further the goals contained within the MA
Governments| Continuum of Care.

2018 Arizona Targeted Leg Arizona The goals of the strategic plan overlaps with {

Screening Plan Department | Screening Plan in that both seek to target g
of Health remediate lead hazards for families with childr
Services living in homes built before 1978.

Consolidated Plan City of The goals of the strategic plans for eg
Phoenix ConsolidatedPlan overlap on regional issu

related to fomelessness  programmin
coordination

Consolidated Plan City of Mesa | The goals of the strategic plans for eg

Consolidated Plan overlap on regional iss
related to  homelessness  programmii
coordination.

Table 3z Other local / regional / federal planning efforts

Describe cooperation and coordination with other public entities, including the State and any
adjacent units of general localgovernment, in the implementation of the Consolidated Plan
(91.215(1))

The Maricopa HOME Consortium is comprised of ové units of local government in addition to
Maricopa County. Maricopa County and the8 entitlement jurisdictions who are members of the
Consortium meet monthly to coordinate the planning and implementatioof their programs and

Consolidated Plans and Annual Action Plandembers of the Consortium stay in regular contact with
adjoining communities in addition to the State Department of Housingnder the auspices of the
Community Development Advisory Comnige, the local governmental members of the Maricopa
Urban County meet regularly to implement their Consolidated Plan and Annual Action Rlanvell as

overseethe annual funding cycleof the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) program.

Narrative (optional):

See above.
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PR15 Citizen Participation

1 Summary of citizen participation process/Efforts made to broaden citizen
participation
Summarize citizen participation process and how it impactedoal-setting

$O00ET ¢ OEA AAOAI I 2028J0Z3Cons@idaied Rlarehd 2020 @hhdaOAction Plan
the County undertook a variety of public outreach methods to gather public input and comment.
These comments were a part of the Needs Assessmeamtd Market Analysis, and ultimately helped

OEAPA OEA

I OOAT I A

I £ OEA 01 A180 &EOA 9AAO

2019 Housing and Community Development Survey, a series of three (3) public input meetings,
public input heaings,andthree public review meeting. The survey was available in both English and

Spanish.
AAE DOAI EA [ AROET ¢ EAA POATEA 11 OEAAO AT A 1A
The public notifications are included in the Appendix.
Citizen Participation Outreach
Summary
of URL
Sort Mode of | Target of summary Summaryof Comments comments | (If .
Order | Outreach | Outreach Of response/ received not appli
attendance accepted | cable
and )
reasons
1 Internet | Minorities A total of 714| The Countywide result; Not
outreach | Non-English surveys were are avaihble as part of applicable.
Speaking - | received the Needs Assessmel
Specify  other| throughout the| and Market Analysjsand
language: Countythrough | the Appendix.
Spanish a combination
Persons  withl of online and
disabilities paper surveys
Non
targeted/broad
community
2 Public Non An evening| Comments from this | Not
Meeting | targeted/broad | meeting was| meeting included thg applicable.
community held on August need for affordable
27in El Mirage | housing, economic
development, and
homeless services. A
complete set of
transcripts from the
meetings are included it
the Appendix.
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3 Public Non An eveningl Comments from thesq Not
Meeting | targeted/broad | meeting  was| meetings included thq applicable.
community held on August need for affordable
28 in Tolleson. | housing, services fo
homeless  households
and housing and service
for the elderly. A
complete set of
transcripts from the
meetings are included if
the Appendix.
4 Public Non An evening Comments from this Not
Meeting | targeted/broad | meeting  was| meeting included thg applicable.
community held on August need for affordable
29 in Gilbert. housing, services fog
homeless  householdg
and housing andervices
for the elderly and
veterans. A complete se
of transcripts from the
meetings are included ii
the Appendix.
5 Public Non A public hearing The two public| Not
Hearing | targeted/broad | was held on| comments included the| applicable.
community January 16, need for the affordable
HOME 2020. Two| housing with the longes
Consortium public term possible, and th¢
Local CHDOs | comments need for affordable
were received. | rental housing. A
summary of comments
from this meeting related
to the 2020 Annua
Action Plan are include
in the Appendix.
6 Public Nor+ An evening| The two public| Not
Hearing | targeted/broad | public hearing| comments included thq applicable.
community was held on| need for owneroccupied
Community January 29| housing rehabilitation,
Development | 2020. Three homeless services, an
Advisory public housing  options  for
Committee comments veterans. A summary g
Urban County] were received. | comments from this
city/town staff meeting related to the
2020 Annual Action Pla
are included in the
Appendix.
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7 Public Non Public hearinggy Comments receive( Not
Hearing | targeted/broad | will be held on| during these meetingg applicable.
community February 20, will be included in the
Stakeholders | 2020 and| Appendix.
February 26,
2020.

8 Internet | Minorities Public Notices Comments receive( Not https:
Outreach | Persons  with| were posted on| during these meetingy applicable. | //ww
¢ Public| disabilities the HSD| are included in the w.ma
Notices Non- website Appendix. ricop
on targeted/broad | providing the a.gov
Website | community public with /3893

information /Noti
about the 3 ces
upcoming Docu
community ment
meetings ad 4 S
public hearings.

9 Public Minorities Public Noticeg Comments receiveq Not
Notices Non-English were posted in| during these meetingy applicable.

Speaking - | the HSD lobby| are included in the
Specify  other| Housing Appendix.
language: Authority of
Spanish Maricopa
Persons  with County lobby,
disabilities and public
Nor+ libraries
targeted/broad | providing the
community public with
Residents of information
Public and about the 3
Assisted upcoming
Housing community

meetings and 4

public hearings.

10 Public Non Public hearingg Comments receive( Not

Hearing | targeted/broad | for the Action| during these meetingg applicable.
community Plan were held are included in the
Stakeholders | on April 8, 2020 Appendix.
and April 16,
2020.
Table 4z CitizenParticipation Outreach
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NEEDSASSESSMENT

NA-05 Overview

Needs Assessment Overview

The following section will describe the socieconomic and housing situation in thMaricopa HOME
Consortium This Area consists of the cities in the HOMI®nsortium, as well as the Urban County.
These are listed below:

1 HOME Consortium: Avondale, Chandler, Gilbert, Glendale, Peoria, Scottsdale, Surpris@eTem
1 Maricopa Urban County: Buckeye, EI Mirage, Fountain Hills, Gila Bend, Goodyear, Guadalupe,
Litchfield Park, Tolleson, Wickenburg, Youngtown, Unincorporated areas in County

This area will be referred to as th®Maricopa HOME Consortium

The population in theMaricopa HOME Consortiunhas grown from 1,932,444h 2010 to 2,101,763 in
2017. With thigrowth there has not been a significant change in the racial or ethnic makeup of the
Area. Household with incomes over $100,000 have grown as a proportion of the population, while
conversely, poverty has also grown. The proportion of persons in povehgs grown from 8.8%in
2000 to 11.%4n 2017.

A significant proportion of households have housing problems, particularly cost burdens, with 2%4
of households experiencing cost burdens. Renter households are particularly impacted by cost
burdens, at a ate of 43.426 In addition,Black or African American Pacific Islander, and Hispanic
households face housing problems at a disproportionate rate.

Support services for persons experiencing homelessnesentinues to be a priority for Maricopa
Countyas thehomeless population has grown from 5,91i8 20140 7,419n 220, according to Point
in-Time counts.Additionally, the elderly population has grown by 28%since 2010 which requires
specialized support services.

The following Needs Assessment and Markanalysis include two different table types. The first is the
default data sets thatare required and autgpopulated from ( 5 $ &00n Planning Suite. These tables
are black and white The second is a set of tables that has the most-tgadate data available for the
Maricopa HOME Consortiumrhese tables arélue. Most of the narrative in the following sections will
reference theblue tablesby table number.
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NA-10 Housing Needs Assssient-24 CFR 91.205 (a,b,c)

The population in theMaricopa HOME Consortiurgrew from 1,932,444 in 2010 to 2,101,763 in 2017, an
increase of 8.80 The County icurrently the fastest growing county in the United States. The
population growth in the whole of Maricopa County is shown in Diagram N&.1, below, which
reached over 4.4 million people in 2018. For the purposes of this discussion, most of the data
represented accounts for the 2.1 million people living in tMaricopa HOME ConsortiumThis growth
presents its own set of challenges taddress includingncreased demand for housing and services, as
well as shifting demographics and socieconomic context of the region. These conditions will be
described in this Needs Assessment.

Population Estimates

Diagram NA-10.1

Population
Maricopa County

Maricopa County U.S. Census Estimate Data

4,400,000 -
4,200,000
4,000,000 -

3,800,000 A

Persons

3,600,000
3,400,000 1

|
3,200,000 -

2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018
Year

- Maricopa County

TheMaricopa HOME Consortiurpopulation by race and ethnicity is shown ifiableNA-10.1TheWhite
population represented 81.%wf the population in 2017, compared with thBlack or African American
population, which accounted for 4.8f the population. The Hispanic population represented 226f
the population in 2017, compared to 224h 2010.
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Table NA-10.1
Population by Race and Ethnicity
Maricopa HOME Consortium
2010 Census & 2017 Five-Year ACS
Race 2010 Census 2017 Five-Year ACS
Population % of Total Population % of Total

White 1,496,232 77.4% 1,708,179 81.3%
Black / African American 81,622 4.2% 95,967 4.6%
American Indian/ Alaska Native 35,586 1.8% 36,110 1.7%
Asian 78,135 4.0% 97,166 4.6%
Native Hawaiian/ Pacific Islander 3,563 0.2% 3,701 0.2%
Other 172,913 8.9% 89,146 4.2%
Two or More Races 64,393 3.3% 71,494 3.4%
Total 1,932,444 100.0% 2,101,763 100.0%
Non-Hispanic 1,509,333 78.1% 1,629,841 77.5%
Hispanic 423,111 21.9% 471,922 22.5%

The change in race and ethnicity between 2010 and 2017 is showialile NA10.2 During this time,
the total non-Hispanic population wadl,629,84persons in 2017. The Hispanic population was

471,922.

Table NA-10.2
Population by Race and Ethnicity
Maricopa HOME Consortium
2010 Census & 2017 Five-Year ACS
Race 2010 Census 2017 Five-Year ACS
Population % of Total Population % of Total
Non-Hispanic
White 1,284,977 85.1% 1,357,545 83.3%
Black or African American 76,601 5.1% 90,859 5.6%
American Indian / Alaska Native 27,566 1.8% 29,553 1.8%
Asian 76,233 5.1% 95,709 5.9%
Native Hawaiian/ Pacific Islander 3,136 0.2% 3,220 0.2%
Other 2,711 0.2% 3,398 0.2%
Two or More Races 38,109 2.5% 49,557 3.0%
Total Non-Hispanic 1,509,333 100.0% 1,629,841 100.0%
Hispanic

White 211,255 49.9% 350,634 74.3%
Black or African American 5,021 1.2% 5,108 1.1%
American Indian / Alaska Native 8,020 1.9% 6,557 1.4%
Asian 1,902 0.4% 1,457 0.3%
Native Hawaiian/ Pacific Islander 427 0.1% 481 0.1%
Other 170,202 40.2% 85,748 18.2%
Two or More Races 26,284 6.2% 21,937 4.6%
Total Hispanic 423,111 100.0 471,922 100.0%
Total Population 1,932,444 100.0% 2,101,763 100.0%

The group quarters populationis defined bythe U.S. Census Bureato include persons residing in
institutionalizations, who live incorrectional institutions, juvenile facilities, nursing homes, and other
institutions, and the noninstitutionalized population, who live in college dormitories, military
guarters, and other group living situations. As seen ifable NA10.3 between 2000 ad 2010, the
institutionalized population changed 52 %in Maricopa HOME Consortiunfrom 8,845 people in 2000
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to 13,479 in 2010. The némstitutionalized population changed 51.5%, from 9,521 in 2000 to 14,422 in
2010.

Table NA-10.3
Group Quarters Population

Maricopa HOME Consortium
2000 & 2010 Census SF1 Data

2000 Census 2010 Census % Change
Group Quarters Type Population % of Total Population % of Total 007 10
Institutionalized
Correctional Institutions 3,999 45.2% 8,669 64.3% 116.8%
Juvenile Facilities . . 389 2.9% .
Nursing Homes 4,444 50.2% 4,373 32.4% -1.6%
Other Institutions 402 4.5% 48 0.4% -88.1%
Total 8,845 100.0% 13,479 100.0% 52.4%
Non-Institutionalized

College Dormitories 5,173 54.3% 10,366 71.9% 100.4%
Military Quarters 681 7.2% 656 4.5% -3.7%
Other Non-Institutionalized 3,667 38.5% 3,400 23.6% -7.3%
Total 9,521 100.0% 14,422 100.0% 51.5%
Group Quarters Population 18,366 100.0% 27,901 100.0% 51.9%

Households by type and tenure are shown Fable NA10.4 Family households represented 66%of
households, while noAamily households accounted for 3324 These changed from 67.4 and 36
respectively.

Table NA-10.4
Household Type by Tenure

Maricopa HOME Consortium
2010 Census SF1 & 2017 Five-Year ACS Data

Household Type 2010 Census 2017 Five-Year ACS
Households Households Households % of Total
Family Households 493,184 67.4% 515,964 66.9%
Married-Couple Family 378,689 76.8% 399,196 77.4%
Owner-Occupied 311,291 82.2% 316,314 79.2%
Renter-Occupied 67,398 17.8% 82,882 20.8%
Other Family 114,495 23.2% 116,768 22.2%
Male Householder, No Spouse Present 36,379 31.8% 36,370 31.2%
Owner-Occupied 20,353 55.9% 18,793 51.7%
Renter-Occupied 16,026 44.1% 17,577 48.3%
Female Householder, No Spouse Present 78,116 68.2% 80,398 66.9%
Owner-Occupied 40,583 52.0% 38,509 47.9%
Renter-Occupied 37,533 48.0% 41,889 52.1%
Non-Family Households 238,219 32.6% 254,879 33.1%
Owner-Occupied 136,792 57.4% 138,912 54.5%
Renter-Occupied 101,427 42.6% 115,967 45.5%
Total 731,403 100.0% 770,843 100.0%
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Household Income and Poverty

Households by income for the 2010 and 201yéear ACS are shown iflable NA10.5 Households
earning more than$100,000 per year represented 30%&f households in 2017, compared to 264n
2010. Meanwhile, households earning less th&h5,000 accounted for 8.%of households in 2017,
compared to 8.8/4n 2000.

Table NA-10.5
Households by Income

Maricopa HOME Consortium
2010 & 2017 Five-Year ACS Data

| 2010 Five-Year ACS 2017 Five-Year ACS
neome Households % of Total Households % of Total
Less than $15,000 60,210 8.6% 68,439 8.9%
$15,000 to $19,999 27,925 4.0% 27,792 3.6%
$20,000 to $24,999 30,129 4.3% 31,927 4.1%
$25,000 to $34,999 64,695 9.2% 65,668 8.5%
$35,000 to $49,999 97,127 13.9% 98,372 12.8%
$50,000 to $74,999 139,141 19.9% 141,611 18.4%
$75,000 to $99,999 99,038 14.1% 104,136 13.5%
$100,000 or More 182,126 26.0% 232,898 30.2%
Total 700,391 100.0% 770,843 100.0%

The rate of poverty forthe Maricopa HOME Consortiuris shown inTable NA10.6 In 2017, there were
an estimated 243,767 people (128living in poverty, compared to 8.&diving in poverty in 2000. In
2017, some 10%of those in poverty were under age 6 and 1@@vere 65 or older.

Table NA-10.6
Poverty by Age

Maricopa HOME Consortium
2000 Census SF3 & 2017 Five-Year ACS Data

fa 2000 Census 2017 Five-Year ACS
Persons in Poverty % of Total Persons in Poverty % of Total

Under 6 13,732 11.9% 25,804 10.6%
6to 17 22,855 19.8% 49,235 20.2%
18 to 64 67,312 58.4% 143,676 58.9%
65 or Older 11,418 9.9% 25,052 10.3%
Total 115,317 100.0% 243,767 100.0%
Poverty Rate 8.6% . 11.8%

The tables on the following pages describe households by income ranges. This is demonstrated by
percentage of the HUD Area Median Family Income (HAMFI).
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Number ofHouseholds Table

0-30% >3050% >5080% >80100% | >100%
HAMFI HAMFI HAMFI HAMFI HAMFI
Total Households 69,474 66,205 111,569 72,968 409,597
Small Family Households 20,109 18,328 34,304 26,352 196,711
Large Family Households 6,462 6,403 10,470 7,040 37,273
Household contains at least one 12,286 14,969 26,666 17,005 91,476
person 6274 years of age
Household contains at least one 9,977 14,636 21,117 10,786 33,701
person age 75 or older
Households with one or more childrer 12,644 11.479 17.423 10,571 55142
6 years old oryounger
Table 6- Total Households Table
Data 20112015 CHAS
Source:
Housing Needs Summary Tables
1. Housing Problems (Households with one of the listed needs)
Renter Owner
0-30% | >3050% | >50 >80 | Total | 0-30%| >30 | >50 | >80 | Total
AMI AMI 80% | 100% AMI 50% | 80% | 100%
AMI AMI AMI | AMI | AMI
NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS
Substandard Housing
Lacking complete
. . 845 754 728 319 2,646 429 146 208 193 976
plumbing or kitchen
facilities
Severely Overcrowded
With >1.51 people per
1,577 898 1,329 655 4,459 417 283 459 143 1,302
room (and complete
kitchen and plumbing)
Overcrowded- With 1.01-
1.5 people per room (and
2,312 1,775 1,940 | 1,016 | 7,043 | 747 814 976 717 | 3,254
none of the above
problems)
Housing cost burden
greater than50% of
. 25,214 14,615 6,655 700 | 47,184 | 15,430| 11,558 10,289 2,899 | 40,176
income (and none of the
above problems)
Maricopa County HOME Consortium 33 Final Report

20202025Consolidated Plan

May 8, 2020




Needs Assessment

Maricopa CountyHOME Consortium

Renter Owner
0-30% | >3050% | >50 >80 | Total | 0-30%| >30 | >50 | >80 | Total
AMI AMI 80% | 100% AMI 50% | 80% | 100%
AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI
Housing cost burden
greater than 30% of
. 1,728 11,238 23,794 | 7,060 | 43,820 | 3,238 | 7,628 | 17,338 | 12,130| 40,334
income (and none of the
above problems)
Zero/negative Income
(and none of the above 6,345 0 0 6,345 | 5,040 0 0 5,040
problems)
Table 7¢ Housing Problems Table
Data 20112015 CHAS
Source:
2.Housing Problems 2 (Households with one or more Severe Housing Problemsitcaeks
or complete plumbing, severe overcrowding, severe cost burden)
Renter Owner
0-30%| >30 | >50 | >80 | Total | 0-30%| >30 >50 | >80 Total
AMI 50% | 80% | 100% AMI 50% | 80% | 100%
AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI
NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS
Having 1 or more of
. 29,97 | 18,03 | 10,66 61,33 | 17,02 | 12,80 | 11,89
four housing 2,671 3,979 | 45,699
3 4 1 9 7 0 3
problems
Havu.wg none of four 5,247 15,06 | 38,33 | 25,38 | 84,03 5,883 20,32 | 50,67 | 40,93 117.814
housing problems 2 9 7 5 8 3 0
Household has
negative income,
but none of the 6,345 0 0 0 6,345 | 5,040 0 0 0 5,040
other housing
problems
Table 8¢ Housing Problems 2
Data 20112015 CHAS
Source:
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3. Cost Burden > 30%

Renter Owner
0-30% | >30 >50 Total | 0-30% | >30 >50 Total
AMI 50% 80% AMI 50% 80%
AMI AMI AMI AMI
NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS
Small Related 10,867| 9,927 | 12,217| 33,011| 4,693 | 5,362 | 8,984 | 19,039
Large Related 3,301 | 2,762 | 2,487 | 8550 | 1,937 | 1,906 | 2,964 | 6,807
Elderly 5,683 | 6,313 | 6,337 | 18,333| 9,269 | 10,045| 11,914| 31,228
Other 10,833| 9,456 | 10,892| 31,181| 3,968 | 2,583 | 4,228 | 10,779
Total households with
cost burdens >30%y 30,684 | 28,458| 31,933| 91,075| 19,867| 19,896| 28,090| 67,853
income
Table 9¢ Cost Burden > 30%
Data 20112015 CHAS
Source:
4. Cost Burden > 50%
Renter Owner
0-30% | >30 >50 Total | 0-30% | >30 >50 Total
AMI 50% 80% AMI 50% 80%
AMI AMI AMI AMI
NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS
Small Related 10,179 | 4,954 | 2,074 | 17,207 | 4,187 | 3,403 | 3,305 | 10,895
Large Related 2737 | 1,240 | 339 | 4316 | 1581 | 982 | 856 | 3,419
Elderly
5,216 | 4,040 | 2,477 | 11,733| 7,115 5,448 | 4,621 | 17,184
Other
10,069 | 5,414 | 1,929 | 17,412| 3,513 | 1,929 | 1,649 | 7,091
Total households with
cost burdens >50% by | 28,201 | 15,648 | 6,819 | 50,668 | 16,396 | 11,762 | 10,431 | 38,589
income
Table 10c Cost Burden > 50%
Data 20112015 CHAS
Source:
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5. Crowding (More than one person perom)

Renter Owner
0- >30 | >50 | >80 0- >30 | >50 | g0
30% | 50% | 80% | 100%/| Total 30% | 50% | 80% | 100% | Total
AMI | AMI | AMI | AMI AMI | AMI | AMI | AM!
NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS
Single
family 3,282| 2,222| 2,283| 1,098| 8,885 | 875 |804 |968 | 460 | 3,107
households
Multiple,
;J;r;‘?llsted 397 |373 | 630 |322 |1,722 | 287 |310 |449 |390 | 1,436
households
Other,
nonfamily | 244 | 145 | 369 | 280 | 1,038 | 0 0 10 | 20 | 30
households
Totalneed | 4 5,31 5 740| 3.282| 1.700| 11,645 1,162 1,114 | 1.427| 870 | 4,573
by income
Table 11¢ Crowdinginformation - 1/2
Data 2011-2015 CHAS
Source:

Housing Problems

The Census identified the following four housing problems in the CHAS data. Households are
considered to have housing problems if they have one of more of th@lowing four problems:

Housing unit lacks complete kitchen facilities;
Housing unit lacks complete plumbing facilities;
Household is overcrowded; and

Household is cost burdened.

PobhPE

Overcrowding is defined as having from 1.1 to 1.5 people per r¢aot only bedrooms) per residence,
with severe overcrowding defined as having more than 1.5 people per roénHouseholds with
overcrowding are shown inTable NA10.7 In 2017, an estimated 2®of households were
overcrowded, and an additional 1%were severely overcrowded.

thttps://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp/CHAS/bg_chas.html
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Table NA-10.7
Overcrowding and Severe Overcrowding

Maricopa HOME Consortium
2010 & 2017 Five-Year ACS Data

Data Source No Overcrowding Overcrowding Severe Overcrowding Total |
Households % of Total Households % of Total Households % of Total |
Owner

2010 Five-Year ACS 493,115 98.6% 5,614 1.1% 1,454 0.3% 500,183

2017 Five-Year ACS 505,255 98.6% 5,678 1.1% 1,595 0.3% 512,528
Renter \

2010 Five-Year ACS 190,015 94.9% 7,325 3.7% 2,868 1.4% 200,208

2017 Five-Year ACS 242,841 94.0% 9,557 3.7% 5,917 2.3% 258,315
Total \

2010 Five-Year ACS 683,130 97.5% 12,939 1.8% 4,322 0.6% 700,391

2017 Five-Year ACS 748,096 97.0% 15,235 2.0% 7,512 1.0% 770,843

Incomplete plumbing and kitchen facilities are another indicator of potential housing problems.
According to the Census Bureau, a housing unit is classified as lacking complete plumbing facilities
when any of the following are not present: piped hot andold water, a flush toilet, and a bathtub or
shower. Likewise, a unit is categorized as deficient when any of the following are missing from the
kitchen: a sink with piped hot and cold water, a range or cook top and oven, and a refrigeraidris
data is dsplayed inTableNA-10.8and TableNA-109.

There were a total of 1,980 households with incomplete plumbing facilities in 2017, representinge0.3
of households inMaricopa HOME ConsortiumThis is compared to 0%of households lacking
complete plumbing facilities in 2010.

Table NA-10.8
Households with Incomplete Plumbing Facilities

Maricopa HOME Consortium
2010 and 2017 Five-Year ACS Data

Households 2010 Five-Year ACS 2017 Five-Year ACS
With Complete Plumbing Facilities 698,519 768,863
Lacking Complete Plumbing Facilities 1,872 1,980

Total Households 700,391 770,843
Percent Lacking 0.3% 0.3%

There were 4,073 households lacking complete kitchen facilities in 2017, compared to 3,432 households
in 2010.No significant change was showfrom 0.5%of households in 2010 to 0%in 2017.

Table NA-10.9
Households with Incomplete Kitchen Facilities

Maricopa HOME Consortium
2010 and 2017 Five-Year ACS Data

Households 2010 Five-Year AC 2017 Five-vear
With Complete Kitchen Facilities 696,959 766,770
Lacking Complete Kitchen Facilities 3,432 4,073
Total Households 700,391 770,843
Percent Lacking 0.5% 0.5%

Cost burden is defined as gross housing costs that range from 30.0 to 836dd gross household
income; severe cost burden is defined as gross housing costs that exceed %0f0gross household
income. For homeowners, gross housing costs include property taxes, insurance, energy payments,
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water and sewer service, and refuse cotiéon. If the homeowner has a mortgage, the determination
also includes principal and interest payments on the mortgage loan. For renters, this figure represents
monthly rent and selected electricity and natural gas energy charges.

As seen inTable NA1Q1Q in Maricopa HOME Consortium6.340f households had a cost burden and
13.¥%had a severe cost burden. Some 22#f renters were cost burdened, and 21%were severely
cost burdened. Ownetoccupied households without a mortgage had a cost burden mbf 6.24and

a severe cost burden rate of 5% Owner occupied households with a mortgage had a cost burden
rate of 16.3% and severe cost burden at 108

Table NA-10.10
Cost Burden and Severe Cost Burden by Tenure

Maricopa HOME Consortium
2010 & 2017 Five-Year ACS Data

Data Source Less Than 30% 31%-50% Above 50% Not Computed Total
Households % of Total Households % of Total Households % of Total Households % of Total
Owner With a Mortgage
2010 Five-Year ACS 229,716 60.7% 90,390 23.9% 56,560 14.9% 1,796 0.5% 378,462
2017 Five-Year ACS 255,567 71.9% 57,840 16.3% 38,662 10.9% 3,291 0.9% 355,360
Owner Without a Mortgage
2010 Five-Year ACS 106,320 87.3% 8,449 6.9% 5,692 4.7% 1,260 1.0% 121,721
2017 Five-Year ACS 136,450 86.8% 9,703 6.2% 8,179 5.2% 2,836 1.8% 157,168
Renter
2010 Five-Year ACS 93,422 46.7% 49,258 24.6% 45,373 22.7% 12,155 6.1% 200,208
2017 Five-Year ACS 129,213 50.0% 57,917 22.4% 54,275 21.0% 16,910 6.5% 258,315
Total
2010 Five-Year ACS 429,458 61.3% 148,097 21.1% 107,625 15.4% 15,211 2.2% 700,391
2017 Five-Year ACS 521,230 67.6% 125,460 16.3% 101,116 13.1% 23,037 3.0% 770,843

Describe the number and type of single person households in need of housing assistance.

There were an estimated 199,292 omeerson households in theMaricopa HOME Consortiunm 2017.
Theseone-person households that are below 3BHUD Area Median Family Income (HAMFI) are the
most likely to need housing assistance in the area.

Estimate the number and type of families in need of housing assistance who are disabled or
victims of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual assault and stalking

Disability by age, as estimated by the 2017 ACS, is showhainle NA10.1 The disability rate for
females wasl1.3p compared to11.3dor males. The disability rate grew precipitoushjigher with age,
with 46.5%0f those over 75 experiencing a disability.
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Table NA-10.11
Disability by Age

Maricopa HOME Consortium
2017 Five-Year ACS Data

Male Female Total

Age Disabled Disability Disabled Disability Disabled Disability

Population Rate Population Rate Population Rate
Under 5 500 0.8% 368 0.6% 868 0.7%
5to 17 9,615 5.2% 5,696 3.2% 15,311 4.2%
18to 34 14,007 6.0% 9,902 4.4% 23,909 5.2%
35 to 64 39,027 10.3% 43,122 10.7% 82,149 10.5%
65to 74 22,184 23.6% 22,390 20.5% 44,574 21.9%
75 or Older 29,928 45.8% 38,411 47.1% 68,339 46.5%
Total 115,261 11.3% 119,889 11.3% 235,150 11.3%

The number of disabilities by type, as estimated by the 2017 ACS, is showiahie NA10.2. Some
6.2%have an ambulatory disability4.8%have an independent living disability, and 2ave a sekcare
disability. The total in the table below may be greater than the tabla Table NALO.lbecause grsons
may have more than one disability.

Table NA-10.12
Total Disabilities: Aged 5 and Older

Maricopa HOME Consortium
2017 Five-Year ACS

- Population with Percent with
R FI)DisabiIity Disability
Hearing disability 77,064 3.7%
Vision disability 44,053 2.1%
Cognitive disability 80,319 4.1%
Ambulatory disability 121,716 6.2%
Self-Care disability 43,308 2.2%
Independent living difficulty 76,075 4.8%

Map NA10.lbelow shows the distribution of persons with disabilities in 2017. The elderly population
with disabilities is shown in Map NAO.2. Those aged 65 and older are the most likely to have a
disability and are also the most likely to be in need of supportive sengce

Pinpointing specific numbers of domestic violence victims is difficult due to the lack of reporting and
other mitigating factors. HoweverAAAT OAET ¢ O1 OEA - AOEAT PA #1 01 OU
fatalities a year in Arizona due to domestidalence and an estimated 4%of the people in Arizona

have been subject to domestic abuse.

2 https://www.maricopacountyattorney.org/298/DomesticViolence
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Map NA-10.1
2017 Persons with Disabilities

Maricopa HOME Consortium
2017 ACS, Tigerline
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Map NA-10.2

2017 Persons with Disabilities Age 65 and Older
Maricopa HOME Consortium
2017 ACS, Tigerline

N
0 5 10 0 Miles A
v AL AL AT NS

_[ e 2
Fora sl A
)
2013-2017 Disabled Age 65 and Up 0.0~ 48.0% E i
Average Percent Disabled Age 65 and Up in 481 - 58.0% Duspvgﬁgrrgonate CI 2010 C T
Study Area Tracts = 48.0% =i 55 1 BE 5%  Threshold BN
Disproportionate Military Installation
- 653-76.7%
Share Threshold = 58.0%
are Thresne ’ 76.8- 100.0% E Entitlement/Reservation
Data Sources: 2013-2017 ACS, 20128 TIGERALine, 2019 Esn
Maricopa County HOME Consortium 41 Final Report

20202025 Consolidated Plan May 8, 2020



Needs Assessment Maricopa CountyHOME Consortium

What are the most common housing problems?

As seen in Tabl&NA-10.13the most commonhousing problems, by far, are housing cost burdens.
There are 226,576 households in tidaricopa HOME Consortiunwith a cost burden or severe cost
burden, whichaccounts for 29.44of the overallpopulation.

Table NA-10.13
Cost Burden and Severe Cost Burden by Tenure

Maricopa HOME Consortium
2010 & 2017 Five-Year ACS Data

Data Source Less Than 30% 31%-50% Above 50% Not Computed Total
Households % of Total Households % of Total Households % of Total Households % of Total
Owner With a Mortgage
2010 Five-Year ACS 229,716 60.7% 90,390 23.9% 56,560 14.9% 1,796 0.5% 378,462
2017 Five-Year ACS 255,567 71.9% 57,840 16.3% 38,662 10.9% 3,291 0.9% 355,360
Owner Without a Mortgage
2010 Five-Year ACS 106,320 87.3% 8,449 6.9% 5,692 4.7% 1,260 1.0% 121,721
2017 Five-Year ACS 136,450 86.8% 9,703 6.2% 8,179 5.2% 2,836 1.8% 157,168
Renter
2010 Five-Year ACS 93,422 46.7% 49,258 24.6% 45,373 22.7% 12,155 6.1% 200,208
2017 Five-Year ACS 129,213 50.0% 57,917 22.4% 54,275 21.0% 16,910 6.5% 258,315
Total
2010 Five-Year ACS 429,458 61.3% 148,097 21.1% 107,625 15.4% 15,211 2.2% 700,391
2017 Five-Year ACS 521,230 67.6% 125,460 16.3% 101,116 13.1% 23,037 3.0% 770,843

Are any populations/household types more affected than others by these problems?

For homeowner households, an estimated 2%ace cost burdens or severe cost burdens. Elderly
non-family households experience cost burdens at a much higher rate, at 38.4At lower income
levels, large and small families experience cost burdens at a higher rate, at %6uid 72.8%
respectively, for households below 3BWHUD AreaMedian Family Income (HAMFI)Thesedata are
shown in Table NALO.14

Renters are more likely to experience cost burdens than owner households, at a rate of%fd all
renter households in theMaricopa HOME Consortium Elderly noffamily households experience the
highest rateof cost burdens overall, for renter households, at 628 As seen with owner households,
lower income large family and small family renter households experience cost burdens at the highest
rate. Small families between 30 and $tHAMFI experience cost butens at a rate of 87.8@nd large
familiesin this income range experience cost burdens at a rate of 8% 9hesedata are shown in Table
NA-10.15
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Table NA-10.14
Owner-Occupied Households by Income and Family Status and Cost Burden

Maricopa HOME Consortium
20127 2016 HUD CHAS Data

Income EIde_rIy Sma_tll Large Elderly' Other Total
Family Family Family Non-Family Household
Cost Burden
$0 to $21,870 615 645 365 1,835 490 3,950
$21,871 to $36,450 1,365 1,940 915 3,675 860 8,755
$36,451 to $58,320 4,320 5,940 1,995 3,520 2,685 18,460
$58,321 to $72,900 2,305 4,175 715 1,450 2,150 10,795
Above $72,900 4,670 9,695 1,680 1,685 3,960 21,690
Total 13,275 22,395 5,670 12,165 10,145 63,650
Severe Cost Burden
$0 to $21,870 2,575 4,425 1,390 5,295 3,505 17,190
$21,871 to $36,450 2,105 3,320 905 3,760 1,620 11,710
$36,451 to $58,320 2,545 3,265 680 2,020 1,620 10,130
$58,321 to $72,900 675 970 151 385 475 2,656
Above $72,900 920 1,195 240 315 630 3,300
Total 8,820 13,175 3,366 11,775 7,850 44,986
Total
$0 to $21,870 4,775 6,965 2,306 10,330 6,225 30,601
$21,871 to $36,450 7,170 7,255 2,845 14,680 3,540 35,490
$36,451 to $58,320 20,485 17,495 6,170 16,300 7,375 67,825
$58,321 to $72,900 13,415 14,675 4,106 7,635 6,150 45,981
Above $72,900 72,715 153,215 28,905 22,725 39,695 317,255
Total 118,560 199,605 44,332 71,670 62,985 497,152

Table NA-10.15
Renter-Occupied Households by Income and Family Status and Cost Burden

Maricopa HOME Consortium
2012i 2016 HUD CHAS Data

Income Elderly Small Large Elderly Other Total
Family Family Family Non-Family Household
Cost Burden
$0 to $21,870 90 845 590 475 840 2,840
$21,871 to $36,450 620 5,535 1,670 1,640 4,115 13,580
$36,451 to $58,320 1,680 10,155 2,230 2,660 9,195 25,920
$58,321 to $72,900 550 2,800 615 685 2,645 7,295
Above $72,900 675 1,880 620 885 1,425 5,485
Total 3,615 21,215 5,725 6,345 18,220 55,120
Severe Cost Burden
$0 to $21,870 835 9,850 2,795 4,575 11,125 29,180
$21,871 to $36,450 965 5,080 1,285 3,130 5,430 15,890
$36,451 to $58,320 680 1,785 325 1,915 2,000 6,705
$58,321 to $72,900 105 85 0 195 130 515
Above $72,900 270 125 0 365 105 865
Total 2,855 16,925 4,405 10,180 18,790 53,155
Total
$0 to $21,870 1,350 13,265 4,165 6,960 17,525 43,265
$21,871 to $36,450 1,995 12,090 3,610 5,965 10,465 34,125
$36,451 to $58,320 3,440 19,895 5,085 6,160 17,325 51,905
$58,321 to $72,900 1,690 12,100 3,140 1,965 10,240 29,135
Above $72,900 6,255 45,300 9,975 5,205 31,870 98,605
Total 14,730 102,650 25,975 26,255 87,425 257,035
Maricopa County HOME Consortium 43 Final Report

20202025 Consolidated Plan

May 8, 2020




Needs Assessment Maricopa CountyHOME Consortium

Describe the characteristics and needs of Loimcome individuals and families with children
(especially extremely lowsincome) who are currently housed but are at imminent risk of
either residing in shelters or becoming unsheltered 91.205(c)/91.305(c)). Also discuss the
needs of formerly homeless families and individuals who are receiving rapid #@using
assistance and are nearing the termination of that assistance

Households mostikely to be at risk of becoming unsheltered are those with extremely low incomes
that are severely cosburdened. There are 46,370 households in tiaricopa HOME Consortiurthat
are below 3®HAMFI with severe cost burdens. These 17,190 homeowner housgh@nd 29,180
renter households are the most atisk of becoming homeless.

If a jurisdiction provides estimates of the atrisk population(s), it should also include a
description of the operational definition of the at-risk group and the methodology usedto
generate the estimates:

Not applicable.

Specify particular housing characteristics that have been linked with instability and an
increased risk of homelessness

According to the National Alliance to End Homelessness, there are various factors that contribute to
an increased risk of homelessness. These housing characteristics include households that are doubled
up, or living with friends or family, persons recentincarcerated and young adults out of foster care.
Economic factors include households with severe cost burden and households facing unemployment.
As described here and in the following sections, there are a large number of households facing cost
burdens and other housing problems that create instability and increase their risk of homelessness.

Discussion

The population in theMaricopa HOME Consortiunhas grown significantly, as Maricopa County
continues to experience unprecedented growth. In factMaricopa County has been the fastest
growing county in the United States for the past three yeafsThis growth, however, has not resulted
in signifiant changes in the racial ahethnic makeup of the area. Income disparity is growing, with
householdsearning more than $100,000 a year growing to account for 3% the population in 2017.
Meanwhile, persons in poverty grew from 8 %of the population in 2000 to 11 %of the population in
2017.

A significant proportion of households have housing probins, particularly cost burdens, with 29%
of households experiencing cost burdens. Renter households are particularly impacted by cost
burdens, at a rate of 43.%

3 https://www.azcentral.com/story/news/local/phoenix/2019/04/18/maricogaunty-fastest-growing-us-censusgrowth/3506291002/
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Needs Assessment

Maricopa CountyHOME Consortium

NA-15 Disproportionately Greater Need: Housing Problenzs91.205 (b)(2)

Assess the ned of any racial or ethnic group that has disproportionately greater need in
comparison to the needs of that category of need as a whole.

Introduction

The following sections describe the rate of housing problems by race and ethnicity. These data are
used to determine if any racial or ethnic groups face a disproportionate share of housing problems. A
disproportionate share exists if any one racial or letic group faces housing problems at a rate of at

least ten (10) percentage points higher than the jurisdiction average.

0%30% of Area Median Income

Housing Problems

Has one or more
of four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Householdhas
no/negative
income, but none

problems problems of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 51,951 6,143 11,385
White 30,785 3,862 7,438
Black / African American 3,482 313 530
Asian 1,753 262 1,100
American Indian, Alaska Native 1,211 269 297
Pacific Islander 105 4 0
Hispanic 13,834 1,338 1,705
Table 13- Disproportionally Greater Need 630% AMI

Data 20112015 CHAS
Source:

*The four housing problems are:

1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than one person per
room, 4. CosBurden greater than 30%

30%50% of Area Median Income

Household has
Has one or more | Has none of the no/negative
Housing Problems of four housing four housing income, but none
problems problems of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 49,669 16,527 0
White 30,083 12,745 0
Black / African American 3,323 267 0
Asian 1,417 390 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 580 440 0
Pacific Islander 37 24 0
Hispanic 13,509 2,601 0
Table 14 Disproportionally Greater Need 3050% AMI
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Data 20112015 CHAS
Source:

*The four housing problems are:
1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than one person per
room, 4. CosBurden greater than 30%

50%80% of Area Median Income

Housing Problems

Has one or more
of four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Household has
no/negative
income, but none

problems problems of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 63,684 47,880 0
White 43,069 35,649 0
Black / African American 3,448 1,320 0
Asian 1,748 1,193 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 814 602 0
Pacific Islander 77 24 0
Hispanic 13,678 8,623 0
Table 15 Disproportionally Greater Need 5080% AMI
Data 20112015 CHAS
Source:

*The four housing problems are:

1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than one person per
room, 4. CosBurden greater than 30%

80%100% of Area Median Income

Household has
Has one or more | Has none of the | no/negative
Housing Problems of four housing four housing income, but none
problems problems of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 25,844 47,137 0
White 17,834 32,784 0
Black / African American 1,533 2,303 0
Asian 887 1,393 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 124 718 0
Pacific Islander 78 75 0
Hispanic 4,984 9,135 0
Table 16- Disproportionally Greater Need 80100% AMI
Data 20112015 CHAS
Source:
*The four housing problems are:
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1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than one person per
room, 4. CosBurden greater than 30%

Discussion

As discussed in Section N20, Black/African American, Pacific Islander, and Hispanic households face
housing problems at a disproportionate rate.
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NA-20 Disproportionately Greater Need: Severe Housing Problemg91.205
(b)(2)

Assess the need of any raal or ethnic group that has disproportionately greater need in
comparison to the needs of that category of need as a whole.

Introduction

The following sections describe the rate of severe housing problems by race and ethnicity. These data
are used to deermine if any racial or ethnic groups face a disproportionate share of severe housing
problems. Severe housing problems include overcrowding defined as having more than 1.5 people per
room, lacking complete kitchen or plumbing facilitiesnd housing coss that exceed 50 percent of the
household income.

0%-30% of Area Median Income

Household has
Severe Housing Has one (.)r more of Has none of the four no/negative income,
four housing . but none of the
Problems* housing problems .
problems other housing
problems
Jurisdiction as a 47,000 11,130 11,385
whole
White 27,335 7,285 7,438
Black_/ African 3.262 529 530
American
Asian 1,568 452 1,100
American Indian,
Alaska Native 1,165 314 297
Pacific Islander 55 54 0
Hispanic 12,893 2,258 1,705
Table 17¢ Severe Housing Problems-@0% AMI
Data 20112015 CHAS
Source:

*The four severe housing problems are:
1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than 1.5 persons per
room, 4. CosBurden over 50%

30%50% of Area Median Income

Household has
Has one or more | Has none of the | no/negative
Severe Housing Problems* of four housing four housing income, but none
problems problems of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 30,834 35,390 0
White 19,323 23,482 0
Black / African American 2,095 1,495 0
Asian 992 817 0
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Maricopa CountyHOME Consortium

Severe Housing Problems*

Has one or more
of four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Household has
no/negative
income, but none

problems problems of the other
housing problems

American Indian, Alaska Native 356 670 0

Pacific Islander 33 28 0
Hispanic 7,599 8,491 0

Table 18¢ Severe Housing Problems 360% AMI
Data 20112015 CHAS
Source:

*The four severe housing problems are:

1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than 1.5 persons per

room, 4. CosBurden over 50%

50%80% of Area Median Income

Severe Housing Problems*

Has one or more
of four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Household has
no/negative
income, but none

problems problems of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 22,554 89,012 0
White 15,209 63,482 0
Black / African American 776 3,982 0
Asian 782 2,138 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 246 1,162 0
Pacific Islander 18 83 0
Hispanic 5,238 17,048 0
Table 19¢ Severe Housing Problems 580% AMI
Data 20112015 CHAS
Source:

*The four severe housing problems are:

1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than 1.5 persons per

room, 4. CosBurden over 50%

80%100% of Area Median Income

Severe Housing Problems*

Has one or more
of four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Household has
no/negative
income, but none

problems problems of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 6,650 66,317 0
White 3,876 46,739 0
Black / African American 419 3,407 0
Asian 154 2,137 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 44 798 0
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Needs Assessment

Maricopa CountyHOME Consortium

Severe Housing Problems*

Has one or more
of four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Household has
no/negative
income, but none

problems problems of the other
housing problems
Pacific Islander 20 139 0
Hispanic 2,033 12,086 0
Table 20¢ Severe Housing Problems 8200% AMI
Data 20112015 CHAS
Source:

*The four severe housing problems are:

1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than 1.5 persons per
room, 4. CosBurden over 50%

Discussion

Racial and ethnic groupdentified as having a disproportionate share of housing problems also
tend to have a disproportionate share of severe housing problems. This is discussed further is

Section NA3O.
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NA-25 Disproportionately Greater Need: Housing Cost Burdeg®91.205 (b)(2)

Assessthe need of any racial or ethnic group that has disproportionately greater need in
comparison to the needs of that category of need as a whole.

Introduction

The following section provides the number of households by race and ethnicity experiencing cost
burdens and severe cost burdens.

Housing Cost Burden

No / negative

Housing Cost Burden <=30% 30-50% >50% income (not
computed)
Jurisdiction as a whole 500,196 119,884 97,637 12,097
White 380,861 83,144 65,960 7,702
Black / African American 16,377 6,550 5,788 565
Asian 20,048 3,562 3,099 1,155
Amgrlcan Indian, Alaska 5,702 1171 1,378 303
Native
Pacific Islander 581 190 89 0
Hispanic 69,937 23,553 19,869 2,063
Table 21¢ Greater Need: Housing Cost Burdens AMI
Data 20112015 CHAS
Source:
Discussion

As seen in Section NABO, Black/African American, Pacifislander, and Hispanic households face cost
burdens at a disproportionate rate. Cost burdens are the most common housing problems, by far,
within the Maricopa HOME Consortium
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NA-30 Digproportionately Greater Need: Discussioig 91.205(b)(2)

Are there any Income categories in which a racial or ethnic group has disproportionately
greater need than the needs of that income category as a whole?

The overall rate of housing problems 80.24n the HOME Consortium. A disproportionate share of
housing problems exists if any one racial or ethnic group experiences housing problems at a rate at
least ten (10) percentage points higher than the average. In this case, at a rate of at least40
BlackAfrican American Pacific Islander, and Hispanic households face housing problems at a
disproportionate rate. BlackAfrican Americanhouseholds face housing problems at a rate of 4401
Pacific Islander households face housing problems at éeraf 41.% Hispanic households face housing
problems at a rate of 42.%

If they have needs not identified above, what are those needs?

None identified.

Are any of those racial or ethnic groups located in specific areas or neighborhoods in your
community?

There are several areas in thdaricopa HOME Consortiunwhere Black/African Americarand Hispanic
households are concentrated. This discussion and maps area showM#&50 Needs and Market
Analysis Discussion.

Table NA-30.1
Total Households with Housing Problems by Income and Race

Maricopa HOME Consortium
2012i 2016 HUD CHAS Data

Non-Hispanic by Race
: Hispanic
Income S fflr?g::] Al Amfjri:rsn Pacific Other R(Egey) Total
American Alagka Islander Race
Native
With Housing Problems
$0 to $21,870 32,565 3,515 1,990 1,145 156 1,085 14,005 54,461
$21,871 to $36,450 31,465 3,475 1,620 660 47 925 13,075 51,267
$36,451 to $58,320 43,380 4,030 1,720 1,020 120 915 14,120 65,305
$58,321 to $72,900 17,195 1,230 845 71 55 230 4,355 23,981
Above $72,900 29,765 1,375 1,430 335 16 480 4,360 37,761
Total 154,370 13,625 7,605 3,231 394 3,635 49,915 232,775
Total
$0 to $21,870 45,885 4,425 3,411 1,707 164 1,456 16,850 73,898
$21,871 to $36,450 45,535 3,930 2,010 1,130 72 1,035 15,915 69,627
$36,451 to $58,320 83,440 5,715 3,050 1,775 150 1,515 24,135 119,780
$58,321 to $72,900 53,150 3,785 2,350 906 135 1,055 13,750 75,131
Above $72,900 328,275 13,035 17,920 3,115 436 5,895 47,195 415,871
Total 556,285 30,890 28,741 8,633 957 10,956 117,845 754,307
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NA-35 Public Housing 91.205(b)
Introduction

This segment of the plan discusses the volume and type of assisted housing contained within the
Maricopa HOME Consortium jurisdiction. Assisted housing is generally considered to be comprised of
Housing Choice Vouchers (HCSgction 8 rental support and pblic housing. These programs are
generally, but not always exclusively, administered by the Housing Authorities (PHAs). Within the
Maricopa HOME Consortium, the cities of Chandler, Glendabeottsdale, Tempeand the Housing
Authority of Maricopa Couny (HAMC)all administerHCVrental support while Chandleand Glendale
operate public housing programs.

The geographic distribution of these public housing units and Housing Choice Vouchers are shown in
Maps NA35.1 and N/&35.2.

Totals in Use
Program Typ
Vouchers
Certificat Mod- | Public Projec | Tenan \S/p'([aCIaI oSt ot
e Reha | Housin Total | t J ¢ elerans Family Disable
b g otal | t- ) Affairs | Uniicatio | d
based | based | Supportiv
. n Program | *
e Housing
# of
units 0 o | 1129 | >3®| o | 5354 6 0 1
voucher 6
S in use

Table 22- Public Housing by Program Type
*includes NonElderly Disabled, Mainstream ORréear, Mainstream Fiwgear, and Nursing Home Transition

Data PIC (PIH Information Center)
Source:

Characteristics of Residents

Program Type
Vouchers
Special Purpose
. Voucher
Certificate | M°d- | Public Project | Tenant | Veterans .
Rehab| Housing| Total . Family
-based | -based | Affairs L
. Unification
Supportive
. Program
Housing
# Homeless at 0 0 0 6 0 2 4 0
admission
# of Elderly
Program 0 0 155 | 1,027| o0 | 1,026 1 0
Participants
(>62)
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Program Type
Vouchers
Special Purpose
: Voucher
Certificate Mod- PUb“(.: Project | Tenant | Veterans .
Rehab | Housing| Total . Family
-based | -based | Affairs e D
. Unification
Supportive
. Program

Housing
# of Disabled 0 0 214 |1,743] 0 | 1,735 5 0
Families
# of Families
requesting 0 0 1,129 | 5,366| O 5,354 6 0
accessibility
features
# of HIV/IAIDS
program 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
participants
# of DV victims 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Data Source:

Table 23¢ Characteristics of Public Housing Residents by Program Type

PIC (PIH Information Center)

Race of Residents

Program Type

Vouchers
Special Purpose Voucher
i Mod- | Public . Veterans .
Race Certificate Rehab| Housing| Total Project | Tenant Affairs Fam_lly_ Disabled
-based | -based . Unification
Supportive *
. Program
Housing
White 0 0 825 3,289 0 3,283 3 0 0
Black/African 0 0 258 |1,887| 0 1,881 3 0 1
American
Asian 0 0 13 72 0 72 0 0 0
American
Indian/Alaskal 0 0 27 107 0 107 0 0 0
Native
Pacific 0 0 6 11 0 11 0 0 0
Islander
Other 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

| *includes NonElderly Disabled, Mainstream OR¥éear, Mainstream Fiwgear, and Nursing Home Transition |

Table 24¢ Race of Public Housirigesidents by Program Type
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Data PIC (PIH Informatio@enter)
Source:

Ethnicity of Residents

Program Type
Vouchers
Vo Public \S/Etee(:rl::]SPurpose Voucher
Ethnicity Certificate Housi Project- | Tenant- . Family .
Rehab
ng Total based based Affa|rs_ Unification ? isabled
Supportive
. Program
Housing
Hispanic 0 0 647 | 1,242 0 1,241 1 0 0
. . 0 0 482 | 4,124 0 4,113 5 0 1
Hispanic

| *includes NonElderly Disabled, Mainstream ORréear, Mainstream Fiwgear, and Nursing Home Transition

Table 25¢ Ethnicity of Public Housing Residents by Program Type
Data Source: PIC (PIH Information Center)

Section 504 Needs Assessment: Describe the needs of public housing tenants and applicants
on the waiting list for accessible units:

Access to affordable housing options continues to be a challenge for those applicants on the waiting
list and those trying to access publicly assisted housifidhe length of time for each waiting list varies,
however, many applicants wait years to accessising options in the HOME Consortium.

Most immediate needs of residents of Public Housing and Housing Choi¢eucher holders

The most immediate needs of public housing and housing choice voucher holders is accessing
affordable housing and, in some casepreventing homelessness. These needs are complicated by the
availability of accessing units that will accept vouchers, and the amount of need in the area.

Governed by municipal housing authority public housing agency plans, assisted housing (public
housing and HCVY are sometimes oriented to certain targeted populations per the programs such
agencies administer and the preferences contained within their adopted orend five- year Public
Housing Agency Plans that are made part of this Consolidated Plamdigrence.

A suitable living environment for residents is connected to thability of providers to provide access to
essential services. Maricopa HOME Consortium members provide residents access to services
associated with selsufficiency andeconomic independenceMembers also provide residents Family
SeltSufficiency Program (FSS) programéffordability is a continuing needor voucher and public
housing residents.It tends to be most pronounced among the extremely low income, elderiand
disabled cients in light of rising costs.

How do these needs compare to the housing needs of the population at large

These needs are seen in a much higher rate and are more urgent than the population at large. The low
income levels of households utilizingublicly supported housing dramatically increases the likelihood
of housing problems and risk of homelessness. In addition, the rate of disabilities among those in
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public housing is higher than the general population, requiring additional accommodationfigusing
units. While supportive housing services are impiant to most affordable housingand special needs
clients, those at the lowest income in assisted housing require the most intensive aid.

Discussion

Please refer to Maricopa HOME Consortium FY202% Consolidated Plan Member Discussion
attachment in the Appendix section for additional discussion provided by Consortium members.
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Map NA-35.1

Public Housing Units

Maricopa HOME Consortium
HUD, 2017 ACS

v Surpnse T i
Peoria z . e A
\.. o pniy Sler
Surprise il __ Scoltsdale V‘ )W'? ;

Glendale

" a.end_ai,e

~Scottsdale

Go1)

23—

Z : ¢
‘ 0 5 10 20 Mikes A

I

Public Housing Units

s 25 D Study Area
® 26-45 2010 Census Tracts
@ 46-140 7] RECAP
‘ 141 - 155 Miltary Insiallation
156 - 163 Enlillement/Reservation
Maricopa County HOME Consortium 57
Final Report

20202025 Consolidated Plan

May 8,2020



Needs Assessment Maricopa CountyHOME Consortium

Map NA-35.2

Housing Choice Vouchers
Maricopa HOME Consortium
HUD, 2017 ACS
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Maricopa CountyHOME Consortium

NA-40 Homeless Needs Assessmen1.205(c)

Introduction:

The MaricopaRegional Continuum of Care (CoC) operates in Maricopa County. This CoC is a

collaborative of service providers.

The Poun-Time (PIT) count for people experiencing
homelessness withinthe Maricopa RegionalCoC hasncreasedfrom 5,918in 2014 to7,419in 2Q20.
However, there are limitations to the PIT, especially when capturing unsheltered populations. Service
providers have indicated that theyare noticing a growth in the homeless population Countywide. This
section describes the homeless population in the MaricofegionalCoC, which includes the cities of
Phoenix and Mesa.

Table NA-40.1

Homeless Persons

Maricopa County

Point-in-Time Counts

2014

2015

2016

2017

2018

2019

2020

Total Homeless Count

5,918

5,631

5,702

5,605

6,298

6,614

7,419

Homeless Population based on Maricopa Regional CoC Point in Time Count

Estimate the # of Estimate the | Estimate Estimate the Estimate the #
S # the # " of days
Population personsexperiencing experiencing | becoming # exiting persons
homelessness on a homelessnesg .
given night homelessnesy homeless each yeat experience
each yeat each yeat homelessness
Sheltered | Unsheltered
Persons in
Households with
Adult(s) and 1,663 3
Child(ren)
Persons in
Households with 24 1
Only Children
Persons in
Households with 1,739 3,184
Only Adults
Chronically
Homeless 350 556
Individuals
Chronically
Homeless Families 56 0
Veterans 334 141
Unaccompanied
Child 24 !
Persons with HIV 94 23
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*The data in the table above is agpopulated from the HUD eCon Planning suite, and does not align
with population totals fothe entire HOME Consortium.

Indicate if the homeless populationis: < Al Rural Homeless

C Partially Rural Homeless

® Has No Rural Homeless

If data is not available for the categories "number of persons becoming and exiting
homelessness each year," and "number of days that persons experience homelessness,"
describe these categories for each homeless population type (including chronically
homeless individuals and families, families with children, veterans and their families, and
unaccompanied youth):

According to the2019 Point In Time Homeless Repgntepared by the Maricopa Regional Continuum

of Care (CoC), it is estimated there were a totalf &,614 sheltered and unsheltered people
experiencing homelessness in Maricopa County on a given night. The categories highlighted in that
report related to homeless population types include:

1 Number of chronically homeless individuals and familisignificantly increased from 2014 to
2019 by 139% to a total of 962

Number of families with children decreased by 43% from 2014 to 2019, to a total of to 483
Number of unaccompanied youth aged ¥ has increased in the past few years to a total of
387

Number of veterans increased slightly between 2018 and 2019 to a total of 475

Number of persons with mental illness totaled 966

Number of persons withSubstance Abuse (Alcohol/Drug) totaled 1,116

Number of Persons wittHIV/AIDS totaled 117

Number of persons Fleeing @mestic Violence totaled 805

= =

=A =4 =4 -4 A

Nature and Extent of Homelessness: (Optional)

Homeless Population by Race for Maricopa Regional CoC

Race: Sheltered: Unsheltered (optional)

White 1,657 2,269
Black or African American 1,103 560
Asian 26 13
Amgrlcan Indian or Alaske 218 277
Native
Pacific Islander 22 21

Ethnicity: Sheltered: Unsheltered (optional)
Hispanic 891 610
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Race: Sheltered: Unsheltered (optional)

Not Hispanic 2,535 2.578

Estimate the number and type of families in need of housing assistance for families with
children and thefamilies of veterans.

In the 2019 Count, 483 homeless families were counted. This is @d&&rease since 2014. A vast
majority of homeless families were sheltered in the County, accounting for all but one household
counted in 2019.Looking back at Table NAO.15 and NA0.16, some 70%of small family households
below 30%HAMFI have severe housing cost burdens. Some 6407 large families below 3¢HAMFI
have severe cost burdens. These family households are most likely to lveed of housing assistance
and are at the most likely tde at risk of homelessness.

Veterans that are experiencing homelessness continue to be a priority for the Maricdpagional
Continuum of CareAfter a slight decrease in 2018he number of veteransexperiencing homelessness
in Maricopa County increased to 475 according to the 2019 Point in Time (PIT) cduistimportant to
note that Veteran status during the Point in Time Count is sedported and Veteran status is not
verified during the count

Describe the Nature and Extent of Homelessness by Racial and Ethnic Group.

According to the 2019 HI Count for the MaricopaRegionalCoC, about 5%of those counted were
considered to beWhite, 2%uavere Black or African American{%vere American Indian or Alaska Native,
1%wvere Asian,1%vere Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander, af@avere multiple races® In terms of
ethnicity, 7®avere not Hispanic or Latino and 28vere Hispanic or Latino.

During the 2019 PIT, some %éf White personsexperiencing homelessneswere unsheltered, while
48%were sheltered. ForBlack or African American persons experiencingomelessiess some 186
were unsheltered,and 326vere sheltered.

Describe the Nature andExtent of Unsheltered and Sheltered Homelessness.

Between the 2018 and 2019 PIT, the total homeless population counted increasedbdy The
unsheltered count increased by 22 and the sheltered count decreased b§86 Throughout the County,
the highest number of unsheltered persons were counted in Phoenix. Outsidé this, the highest
number of unsheltered homeless persons were counted fempe at 373 persons, Glendad 194
unsheltered persons Peoria at 78 personsand Scottsdale at 76 persons

Discuss$on:

The homeless population in the Maricopa HOME Consortium, as with the whole of Maricopa County,
is increasing. As the population increases, the need for housing and service options also increases. In
addition, the number of households in the area whare at risk of homelessness contingdo be a high
priority to keep the number of homeless households from increasing in the County.

4 https://www.azmag.gov/Portals/0/Documents/MagContent/203®7-31_PIiReport.pdf?ver=20198-05-13593500
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NA-45 NonHomeless Special Needs Assessmer@l.205 (b,d)

Introduction:

The following section describes theon-homelessspecial needs populations in thdlaricopa HOME
Consortium These nomomeless special needs populatiainclude theelderly, persons withdisabilities
personswith drug and alcohol addictionsyictims of domestic violence, and persons with HIV/AIDS.

Describe the characteristics of special needs populations in your community:

Elderly and Frail Elderly

Table NA45.1 presents the population ofMaricopa HOME Consortiurby age and gender from the
2010 Census and 2017 current census estimaRessons age 65 and older are growing at a faster rate
than any other age cohort in the area, at a rate of 28® This is compared to the overall growth rate
between 2010 and 2017 of 1566 Frail elderly persas means an elderly person who is unable to
perform at least three activities of daily living. Activities of daily living (ADL) means eating, dressing,
bathing, grooming, and household management activities

Table NA-45.1
Population by Age and Gender

Maricopa HOME Consortium
2010 Census and Current Census Estimates

Age 2010 Census 2018 Current Census Estimates % Change

Male Female Total Male Female Total Ao
Under 14 years 429,962 412,745 842,707 445,917 427,770 873,687 3.7%
15 to 24 years 280,083 263,688 543,771 301,274 286,063 587,337 8.0%
25 to 44 years 273,147 267,979 541,126 328,017 315,797 643,814 19.0%
45 to 54 years 263,493 261,105 524,598 287,120 287,168 574,288 9.5%
55 to 64 years 248,168 255,797 503,965 272,878 279,571 552,449 9.6%
65 and Over 188,576 209,733 398,309 244,911 265,053 509,964 28.0%
Total 1,888,465 1,928,652 3,817,117 2,181,718 2,229,106 4,410,824 15.6%
% of Total 49.5% 50.5% ] 49.5% 50.5%

People with Disabilities

Disability by age, as estimated by the 2017 ACS, is showhainie NA45.2 The disability rate for
females wasl1.%p compared tol1.8dor males. The disability rate grew precipitously higher with age,
with 46.5%of those overage 75experiencing a disability.
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Table NA-45.2
Disability by Age

Maricopa HOME Consortium
2017 Five-Year ACS Data

Male Female Total
Age Disabled Disability Disabled Disability Disabled Disability
Population Rate Population Rate Population Rate
Under 5 500 0.8% 368 0.6% 868 0.7%
5to 17 9,615 5.2% 5,696 3.2% 15,311 4.2%
18to 34 14,007 6.0% 9,902 4.4% 23,909 5.2%
35 to 64 39,027 10.3% 43,122 10.7% 82,149 10.5%
65to0 74 22,184 23.6% 22,390 20.5% 44,574 21.9%
75 or Older 29,928 45.8% 38,411 47.1% 68,339 46.5%
Total 115,261 11.3% 119,889 11.3% 235,150 11.3%

The number of disabilities by type, as estimated by the 2017 ACS, is shownhable NA45.3
Approximately 6.2%have an ambulatory disability4.8%have an independent living disability, and 2@
have a sekcare disability.

Table NA-45.3
Total Disabilities Tallied: Aged 5 and Older

Maricopa HOME Consortium
2017 Five-Year ACS

o Population with Percent with
Dty iz FI)DisabiIity Disability
Hearing disability 77,064 3.7%
Vision disability 44,053 2.1%
Cognitive disability 80,319 4.1%
Ambulatory disability 121,716 6.2%
Self-Care disability 43,308 2.2%
Independent living difficulty 76,075 4.8%

People with Alcohol and DrugAddictions

The Maricopa County Public Health Department provides data on the number of overdose deaths
countywide. From September 2018 to August 2019, there were 1,328 -delaged overdose deaths in
Maricopa County. The majority of the deaths involved mids, methamphetamines, or alcohdl.
Opioids (including prescription opioids and heroin) killed 898 people between September 2018 to
August 2019, and over 75% of all opioid overdose deaths involved prescription opioids and fentanyl.
Overall, 35 to 44yearolds had more drug overdose deaths than other age groups. In 2019, drug
overdose deaths were seen predominantly in males (73% male; 27% female). And drug overdose deaths
were much higher (61%) in ndtispanic white population than other race/ethnic gups.

Victims of Domestic Violence

Pinpointing specific numbers of domestic violence victims is difficult due to the lack of reporting and

I OEAO I EOECAOET ¢ AZAAOT 008 (1 xAOAOh AAAT OAET ¢ Ol
fatalities a yea in Arizona due to domestic violence and an estimated %0f the people in Arizona

have been subject to domestic abuse.

5 https://www.maricopa.gov/5079/OverdoséDeaths
6 https://www.maricopacountyattorney.org/298/DomestieViolence
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What are the housing and supportive service needs of these populations and how are these
needs determined?

The 2019 Housing and Community Development Survey found that veterans had the highest rated
needs, followed by persons with severe mental iliness, seniors, and the victims of domestic violence.
These results are shown in Table N¥5.4,below.

Table NA-45.4
Needs of Special Populations
Maricopa County
N Housing and Community Development Surve I
Question No Need Low Need Medium Need High Need Dondt F Missing Total
Pease rate the need for SERVICES AND FACILITIES for each of the following special needs populations:

Veterans 28 29 120 193 36 308 714
Persons with severe mental illness 44 54 87 161 59 309 714
Seniors (65+) 45 63 99 161 40 306 714
Victims of domestic violence 36 48 111 155 59 305 714
Per.so-ns with substance abuse 52 50 97 154 52 309 714
addictions

Homeless persons 70 65 71 150 50 308 714
ARG S 40 53 130 126 57 308 714
disabilities

Persons with physical disabilities 41 52 137 119 57 308 714
Pgrsqns recently released from 67 57 65 97 04 334 714
jail/prison

Persons with HIV/AIDS 70 80 65 46 141 312 714

Discuss the size and characteristics of the population with HIV/AIDS and their families within
the Eligible Metropolitan Statistical Area:

I AAT OAET ¢ 01 OEA 30A0A 1T &£ ' OEUITABO TP ()6 3000,
casesin Maricopa Countyin 2017 at a rate of 12.2 per 100,000 This accounted for 73%of new

HIV/AIDS cases in the State, and 688f existing HIV/AIDS cases. Persons aged 25 to 29 are most

likely to have received an HIV diagnosis, at a rate of 32\V&les are also more likely to receive an HIV

diagnosis, at a rate of 17.7 verses 2.5 for females.

Discussion:

The special needs populations in the Maricopa HOME Consortium include the elderly and frail elderly,
which are growing at the fastest rate of anyage group in the area. It also includes persons with
disabilities, which account for 11%®f the population and 46.8%0f those aged 75 and older. In addition,
there are other special needs population, such as veterans, persons with alcohol and drug @bus
disorders, victims of domestic violence, and persons with HIV/AIDS that are in need of services in the
Area.

7 https://www.azdhs.gov/documents/preparedness/epidemiologsliseasecontrol/diseaseintegrated-services/hiv
epidemiology/reports/2018/annualeport.pdf
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NA-50 NonHousing Community Development Needg 91.215 (f)
$AOAOEAA OEA EOOEOAEAOQOEIT T80 1TAAA &£ O 00AI EA &

The 2019 Housing and CommimiDevelopment Needs survey found that the highest rated needs
were for community centers, youth centers, and park and recreational centers. This was followed by
homeless shelters and childcare facilities.

Table NA-50.1
Providing a Suitable Living Environment

Maricopa County
Housing and Community Development Surve

Question No Need Low Need Medium Need High Need Dondt K Missing Total
Pease rate the need for the following COMMUNITY and PUBLIC FACILITIES activities in your community:
Community Centers 48 91 117 147 28 283 714
Youth Centers 50 75 126 144 36 283 714
Parks and recreational centers 48 99 126 133 19 289 714
Homeless shelters 107 72 64 131 59 281 714
Childcare facilities 52 91 92 129 60 290 714
Senior center 56 86 120 124 41 287 714
Facilities for abused/neglected children 46 67 107 115 90 289 714
Healthcare facilities 66 109 116 103 32 288 714
Residential treatment centers 78 99 97 76 75 289 714
Fire Stations/equipment 65 104 118 71 67 289 714
Public buildings with improved accessibility 75 112 82 69 83 293 714
Facilities for persons living with AIDS 100 85 45 26 171 287 714

How were these needs determined?

These needs were determined using tH2019 Housing and Community Development needs suraeyl
public participation sessions

>\
P

$AOAOEAA OEA EOOEOAEAOEIT80O0 TAAA A O 0OATEA )Iib

The highest rated needs, according to the HCD survey, were tree planting, followed by bicycle and
walking paths street and road improvements, and drinking water quality improvements.

Table NA-50.2
Providing a Suitable Living Environment

Maricopa County
Housing and Community Development Survey

Question No Need lil_ggj Mﬁglel:jm I|\-l"e%:1 I?noovr\ll ot Missing Total
Pease rate the need for the following INFRASTRUCTURE activities in your community:
Tree Planting a7 78 126 148 25 290 714
Bicycle and walking paths 56 100 116 126 27 289 714
Street and Road improvements 31 106 166 112 12 287 714
Drinking Water quality improvements 52 96 121 112 43 290 714
Flood drainage improvements 55 117 109 82 58 293 714
Sidewalk improvements 44 149 139 81 12 289 714
Drinking Water system capacity improvements 45 111 106 80 79 293 714
Storm sewer system improvements 59 116 109 70 70 290 714
Sewer system improvements 61 118 93 66 83 293 714
Solid waste facility improvements 66 115 100 53 89 291 714
Bridge improvements 98 127 61 43 93 292 714
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| other 35 5 8 12 57 597 714 |
How were these needgetermined?

These needs were determined using the 2019 Housing and Community Development needs saneey
public participation sessions.

$AOAOEAA OEA EOOEOAEAOQOEIT 1680 1TAAA &£ O 00AI EA 3AO
The highest rated needs includedransportation services, mental health/chemical dependency

services, substance abuse services, and services for victims of domestic viol€érus.was followed by
youth services, senior services, and homelessness services.

Table NA-50.3
Providing a Suitable Living Environment

Maricopa County
Housing and Community Development Surve

Question N’:gd rll_g::j Mﬁg'el:jm “é%g Dondt K Missing Total
Pease rate the need for the following HUMAN and PUBLIC SERVICES activities in your community:
Transportation services 44 63 101 196 27 283 714
Mental health/chemical dependency services 35 40 119 194 41 285 714
Substance abuse services 43 42 118 172 50 289 714
Services for victims of domestic violence 36 49 122 170 51 286 714
Youth services 40 58 136 162 33 285 714
Senior services 44 63 128 158 37 284 714
Homelessness services 77 79 89 140 45 284 714
Employment services 49 71 124 136 a7 287 714
Food banks 62 65 132 126 40 289 714
Crime awareness education 38 94 131 120 42 289 714
Childcare services 57 82 115 115 60 285 714
Healthcare services 54 96 133 111 35 285 714
Fair Housing activities 91 64 86 109 76 288 714
Home-buyer education 51 75 131 105 66 286 714
Tenant/Landlord counseling 78 79 97 76 97 287 714
Mitigation of lead-based paint hazards 92 121 53] 35 126 287 714
Mitigation of asbestos hazards 84 129 50 35 129 287 714
Mitigation of radon hazards 88 121 48 33 135 289 714
Other 36 3 3 16 60 596 714

How were these needs determined?

These needs were determined using the 2019 Housing and Community Development needs sangey
public participation meetings
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HOUSINGVIARKETANALYSIS

MA-05 Overview

Housing Market Analysis Overview:

Between 2010 and 2017, the number of housing units in Maricopa HOME Consortiurimcreased by
9.4% Howeverwhile the housing market has seen a reduction in housing production since the recent
recession,production hasbegun to increase in the last cqule years. Meanwhile, housing costs have
continued to rise. The proportion of vacant units has remained steady since 2010.

MA-10 Number of Housing Unitg 91.210(a)&(b)(2)

Introduction

Table MA10.khows housing units by type in 2010 and 2017. In 201 were 808,960 housing units,
compared with 884,838 in 2017. Sindlemily units accounted for 75.8wf units in 2017, compared to
75.6 in 2010. Apartment units accounted for 1848 2017, compared to 136n 2010.

All residentialproperties by number of units

Property Type Number %

1-unit detached structure 587,513 69%
1-unit, attached structure 52,554 6%
2-4 units 30,544 4%
5-19 units 83,055 10%
20 or more units 55,123 7%
Mobile Home, boat, RV, vaetc. 38,939 5%
Total 847,728 100%

Table 26¢ Residential Properties by Unit Number
Data Source: 20112015 ACS

Table MA-10.1
Housing Units by Type

Maricopa HOME Consortium
2010 & 2017 Five-Year ACS Data

Unit Type 2010 Five-Year ACS 2017 Five-Year ACS
Units % of Total Units % of Total
Single-Family 611,853 75.6% 668,774 75.6%
Duplex 6,657 0.8% 5,953 0.7%
Tri- or Four-Plex 24,594 3.0% 25,286 2.9%
Apartment 126,110 15.6% 144,502 16.3%
Mobile Home 38,297 4.7% 39,036 4.4%
Boat, RV, Van, Etc. 1,449 0.2% 1,287 0.1%
Total 808,960 100.0% 884,838 100.0%
Maricopa County HOME Consortium 67 Final Report

20202025Consolidated Plan May 8, 2020



Housing Market Analysis Maricopa CountyHOME Consortium

Table MA10.2shows housing units by tenure from 2010 to 2017. By 2017, there were 884,838 housing
units. An estimated 66.%were owner-occupied, and 12 %were vacant.

Table MA-10.2
Housing Units by Tenure
Maricopa HOME Consortium
2010 Census & 2017 Five-Year ACS Data
2010 Census 2017 Five-Year ACS
Tenure . ;
Units % of Total Units % of Total
Occupied Housing Units 731,403 86.3% 770,843 87.1%
Owner-Occupied 509,019 69.6% 512,528 66.5%
Renter-Occupied 222,384 30.4% 258,315 33.5%
Vacant Housing Units 116,554 13.7% 113,995 12.9%
Total Housing Units 847,957 100.0% 884,838 100.0%

The distribution of unit types byrace are shown inTable MA10.3 An estimated78.®%60f White
households occupy singkamily homes, while58.8%of Black/African Americarhouseholds do. Some
14.0v0f White households occupied apartments, while 3246bf Black/African Americanhouseholds
do. An estimated 73.%of Asian, and 66 %of American IndiarAlaska Nativehouseholds occupy single
family homes.

Table MA-10.3
Distribution of Units in Structure by Race
Maricopa HOME Consortium
2017 Five-Year ACS Data
Black/ American Native Two or
Unit Type White African Indian/Alask Asian Hawaiian/Pacifi Other More
American a Native c Islanders Races
Single-Family 78.7% 58.8% 66.1% 73.4% 67.0% 68.2% 71.3%
Duplex 0.6% 1.3% 1.6% 0.6% 0.3% 0.7% 1.3%
L or Four- 2.5% 5.6% 3.4% 3.8% 2.2% 43% 3.4%
Apartment 14.0% 32.7% 24.0% 21.3% 24.5% 21.5% 20.9%
Mobile Home 4.0% 1.6% 4.8% 0.9% 6.0% 5.2% 2.6%
Boat, RV, van, 0.2% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Table MA10.4shows household distributionby yearthe home was built for the 2010 and 2017y&ar
ACS data. Housing units built between 2000 and 2009 accaditor 29.4%of households in 2010 and
30.7P%0f households in 2017. Housing units built in 1939 or earlier represented®ffouseholds in
2017 and 0.%of households in 2010.
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Table MA-10.4
Households by Year Home Built

Maricopa HOME Consortium
2010 & 2017 Five-Year ACS Data

vear Built 2010 Five-Year ACS 2017 Five-Year ACS
Households % of Total Households % of Total

1939 or Earlier 2,718 0.4% 3,152 0.4%

1940 to 1949 4,517 0.6% 4,185 0.5%

1950 to 1959 21,265 3.0% 20,502 2.7%

1960 to 1969 42,299 6.0% 43,489 5.6%

1970 to 1979 109,055 15.6% 111,653 14.5%

1980 to 1989 129,539 18.5% 127,500 16.5%

1990 to 1999 185,158 26.4% 186,079 24.1%

2000 to 2009 205,840 29.4% 236,593 30.7%

2010 or Later . ; 37,690 4.9%

Total 700,391 100.0% 770,843 100.0%

Unit Size by Tenure
Owners Renters
Number % Number %

No bedroom 1,066 0% 10,765 4%
1 bedroom 9,270 2% 47,420 19%
2 bedrooms 100,310 21% 84,026 34%
3 or more bedrooms 369,241 77% 107,727 43%
Total 479,887 100% 249,938 100%

Table 27¢ Unit Size by Tenure
DataSource: 20112015 ACS

Describe the number and targeting (income level/type of family served) of units assisted
with federal, state, and local programs.

Programs will target households that have housing problems in tMaricopa HOME ConsortiumThis
includes over239,210households in the Area, some 115,300 of which are owner households, and
123,910 of which are renter households.

Provide an assessment of units expected to be lost from the affordable housing inventory
for any reason, such as expiration oSection 8 contracts.

Map MA-10.1shows the number of Section 8 contracts that are set to expire. In the range of this
Consolidated Plan, there are five expected to expiteefore 203Q Additional contracts are set to
expire inthe following decade When Section 8 publicly supported haing units have fulfilled their
contracts with the period of affordability, neither HUD nor the project owner has any contractual
obligation to renew the agreement or to enter into a new contract to extend the public assistance to
these units. These unitare, therefore, at risk of no longer being affordable housing units.
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Does the availability of housing units meet the needs of the population?

As seen in the Needs Assessment section, as well as information gathered from public input, current
housing does not meet the needs of the population. This is seen most markedly in the rate of cost
burdens in the Area. In 2017, an estimated 2%hdf the population was cost burdened. Renter
households are more likely to be impacted by cost burdens, at 4%4nd aretherefore most likely to

not have housng units that meet their needs.

Table MA-10.5
Housing Problems by Income and Tenure

Maricopa HOME Consortium
2012i 2016 HUD CHAS Data

. $0 to $21,871 to $36,451 to $58,321 to
LG Pz $21,870 $36,450 $58,320 $72,900 $72,900 il
Owner-Occupied
Lacking complete plumbing or kitchen facilities 315 195 285 130 785 1,710
Severely Overcrowded with > 1.51 people per
room (and complete kitchen and plumbing) 228 e = 259 A3 LB
Overcrowded - With 1.01-1.5 people per room 695 720 1,100 760 2115 5.390
(and none of the above problems)
Housing cost burden greater that 50% of income 16,470 11,485 10,020 2625 3,295 43,895
(and none of the above problems)
Housing cost burden greater than 30% of income
(and none of the above problems) 3,700 8,360 18,130 10,800 21,635 62,625
Zero/negative income (and none of the above 5755 0 0 0 0 5755
problems)
Has none of the 4 housing problems 3,420 14,460 37,850 31,435 288,980 376,145
Total 30,620 35,510 67,840 45,975 317,255 497,200
Renter-Occupied
Lacking complete plumbing or kitchen facilities 940 655 875 300 480 3,250
Severely Overcrowde(_j with > 1.51 people per 1,750 955 1,355 520 820 5.400
room (and complete kitchen and plumbing)
Overcrowded - With 1.01-1.5 people per room 2545 1,920 2.065 945 2.040 9,515
(and none of the above problems)
Housing cost burden greater that 50% of income
(and none of the above problems) 25,740 14,895 6,475 490 725 48,325
Housing cost burden greater than 30% of income 2055 11,795 24,535 7175 5.420 50,980
(and none of the above problems)
Zero/negative income (and none of the above 6,440 0 0 0 0 6,440
problems)
Has none of the 4 housing problems 3,820 3,895 16,605 19,725 89,125 133,170
Total 43,290 34,115 51,910 29,155 98,610 257,080
Total
Lacking complete plumbing or kitchen facilities 1,255 850 1,160 430 1,265 4,960
Severely Overcrowdeq with > 1.51 people per 2015 1,245 1,810 745 1,265 7.080
room (and complete kitchen and plumbing)
Overcrowded - With 1.01-1.5 people per room
(and none of the above problems) 3,240 2,640 3,165 1,705 4,155 14,905
Housing cost burden greater that 50% of income 42.210 26,380 16,495 3115 4,020 92,220
(and none of the above problems)
Housing cost burden greater than 30% of income 5755 20,155 42,665 17,975 27.055 113,605
(and none of the above problems)
Zero/negative income (and none of the above
problems) 12,195 0 0 0 0 12,195
Has none of the 4 housing problems 7,240 18,355 54,455 51,160 378,105 509,315
Total 73,910 69,625 119,750 75,130 415,865 754,280
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Map MA-10.1

Expiring Section 8 Contracts
Maricopa HOME Consortium
2018 HUD, Tigerline
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